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The present thesis atm at a stud? of tha working of ths Mughal 
adslnlatration la tha *uba of AJeer. A survey la flrat offered of tha 
geography of tha sflba. Tha boundaries, at thay stood c. and In tha 

lata 17th century, hart baan shorn on tha sap. Trade routaa connecting 
tha awha of A Jeer with tha atfcaa of Agra, Delhi, Gujarat and Sindh harra baan 
discussed. A distinctive feature af the fobs of Ajmr was tha praaanoa of 
Rajput ohlafa she joined Mughal service with tha privilege of ruling their 
<nm territories as satan la^ lra. 

In chapter H, the functions of the governors of tha auba are 
discussed. A peculiar feature of the enha was that asmtlms tbs governors 
ware designated subadars and aoastlssa fauldars , Other officials ware his 
subordinates. Tables hare baan prepared containing the name with tha data 
of appointment and the duration of service of tha goramora. Chapter in 
deals with tha dfwan and af tha auba. These officials ware next to 

tha governor in importance. They ware appointed by the $sperar. 

To help tha governors and la glrdara in revenue realisation, there 
were local revenue officials. In chapter IT, the functions of f JnSi, 

qimngfli chaarihurl. AloqdAr h ave been dlecusaed. Chapter T describes the 
duties and Jurisdiction of the oaal end other officisle of the judicial 
deperteent. 



Chapter VI (’The Je^lr dyite* and h*a been divided irt< 

tlx sections* (l) The difference between ordinary laglr and watan Isglr. 

(11) iiMMliii (tablet hare been prepared to shear the Jmrtftgl of BtrtfBi 
Kerta yeanrlae), (ill) administration of layfrs. (iv) problem* faoed by the 
laglrfaiw. (t) relations between laylrdars and JUS&dAESl and (rl) the ttaltii 
(territories whose revenues were reserved for the Keperor). Inf creation Is 
brought together In a list to Aow the total land of the subs included Into 


Chapter VU (Land Revenue and Other Taxes) deala with the Magnitude 
of land revenue. Methods of assessment, Tastes and Cesses other than land 
revenue, total revenue realisation overtime and methods of Agricultural 
Belief. Mostly l/2 or I/O of the total produce was alienated fro* the 
peasants. In desert areas from l/5 to 1 ft of the produce was exsoted. The 
rates of tax on food grains of Alnrl Akbarl have bean compared with those of 
Mutate NaInal’s «j|attfc CT mrtfpa y* tight .ted ArtmUtg of PingHlig Moraine, 
Ctaatsu ate. I have also worked out the ja*§ per square mile In each jgzjtBC* 
These figures suggest that the Incidence of lama 4 within the subs Ajmtr varied 
broadly In accordance with the economic resources (mainly, of course, 
agriculture) of the various regions. 

Chapter VIII deals with lsnd grants and the administration of the 
Ajmer dargih. ®ve*y Mughal Emperor visited the holy shrine of Khwaj* Muln 
uddin Chlahti and granted land for the expenses of the Arina and for Its 
beneficiaries - the Mmumsm. 



Hereditary chief a, who joined ^ughal service, »imd toe M^hai 
Empire with their armies. The aarefndara of Ajmer subs maintained 90*000 
cavalry* Chapter IX deals with the a ray and the farts of the enba . Pay 
scales of the parades and aawara have been given* Administration of ths 
forts has been discussed. A list of the forts mentioned In Aforl Akbari 
aa well ae In other sources has also been compiled* 

Chapter X deals vl th the Autonomous chiefs and their administration. 
Ths chiefs joined the Mugbal eervlce* but they were left free* at least 
partly* to manage their territories. Their cam officials were appointed. 

The pattern of appointing ths officials was similar to that of the Mughal 
administrative pattern* 

Ths last chapter brings together information relating to mine* and 
minta* The tuba contained fairly rich mineral resources, and the marble 
quarries* salt-pans and copper mines of toe |uba yielded large sums to the 
dugh*l Empire. There were also royal mints* via.* Ajmer* htnthaabor and 
Hggaur* functioning in the auba. 
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PHSFACE 


The Mughal Empire was a fascinating effort at achieving a uniform 
system of administration in far-flung regions. The subs of Ajmer with its 
Rajput chiefs and clans was perhaps the most difficult to press int' such 
a uniform pattern. I hare therefore attempted to present here a study of the 
suba of Ajmer largely from the Mughal point of view. That is, I have tried 
to see how the Mughal administration functioned in the suba: how far did it 
answer to the standard pattern of the Empire; and what problems they faced 
in the effort. My sources have mainly been Persian and Rajasthani, most of 
thsm in mamserlpt. I hope that by a utilisation of this material 1 have 
added something to existing information and a little, hopefully, to the 
understanding of Mughal administration. 

I am delighted to express ny thanks to those without whose help 
it was difficult for me to complete this work. I fsel pride to thank my 
supervisor. Dr. M. Athar All, who guided me with affection, interest and 
patience. My respected teacher Professor Irfan Habib very kindly went 
through my thesis and helped me with many valuable suggestions. I am also 
grateful to Mr. Iqtidar Alam Khan for guidance and advice on many points. 

My parents Mrs. and Mr. M.L. Budhwar encouraged and inspired ms at the time 
of strain and stress. 


I am also indebted to my colleagues Messrs M.P. Singh, I.A. Zilli, 



ii 


Iqbal Husain, Zafarul Islam and Mias Shiraen Mooavi. Particularly I am 
thankful to ay friends Messrs Aitmaduddin Qazi, Idris Beg and Insyat Ali 
Zaidi for their help. I am also Indebted to the authorities and staff of 
Maulana Axad Library, Aligarh, Ihe Research Library, Department of History, 
Aligarh, Anoop Sanskrit Library, Bikaner and The State Archives of 
Rajasthan, Bikaner. 

Imstly it is also ay duty to express my thanks to Mr Zaidi, 
mho typed my thesis very carefully. 


The map submitted with the thesis is based on 
oheet 6 A of Irfan habib's ^tlaa of th e huehal £mi£SLt with 
some additions, it nas been drawn by hr Zahoor /»• Khan* 
Cart or r ;hor of the Department of history, Aligarh Muslim 
University. 
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Chapter I 


QBQGKAPfi* Of Ttag 3UBA 


i. jgglsni. 


Akbar was the first ^ughal Emperor who divided his Empire into 
twelve yubas for facility of administration. The subaa were divided Into 
aaridra and the sarkara were divided into Parganaa . Ajmer was the capital 
of a suba of that name, which, like the other subaa. was again divided into 
sarkara . The Aln-1 Akbari furnishes detailed information about the area of 
the province of Ajmer. In length the yuba extended from the village of 
Bhakkar and dependencies of Amber to Bikaner and Jaisalmer was l68 kurohs 
(roughly 336 miles). Ita width extended from the extreme limits of the 
sarkara of Ajmer to Banawara waa 15b kurohs (roughly 300 miles). To its 
east lay aubf Agra, to the North the dependencies of Delhi, to the South 
Oujarat and to the West Dipalpur and Multan. It comprised 7 perkara and 
197 oarganaa . Sartor Ajmer contained 28 parganaa: sarkar Chit tor 26; 
aarkir Ranthambor 73; garkar Jodhpur 22; sarkar Slrohi 6; Barker Nagaur 31; 
and sarkar B ikaner contained 11 mw«m«J 

It appears that considerable changes took place after 1^5* The 


1. Abul Fa»l r Ain-1 Alcbari. ed. Blochmann, Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 
1867-77, pp.5C6-11; (figures have been collated with Br. MSS. 
Add. 7652 and Add. 6552, Microfilm, history Department, Aligarh, 
ff.245b-248b). 
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later revenue statist Ice of the Mughal Sapire, 1 show that the jarkiti V9r * 

now ss follows* Ajmer, Ranthambor, Chit tor, Jodhpur, Nagaur, Bikaner ard 

Kumbhalmer. Sarkar Sirohl existed no longer. The narganaa of this sarkar 

were included in other sarklra. Parganaa S irohi. 3anchor, Jalor and 

Abugarh were included in the adjacent sarkar of Jodhpur? and the remaining 

two naroanaii, Dungarpur and Bahswara, were attached to the sarkar Chittor. 

Pargana Shsrli, which was previously in sarkar Chittor, was included in 

2 

sarkar Ranthanbor. All these changes have been shown on the map attached 
to this thesis. 

The Are valU ranges divided the whole of sub a Ajmer into two parts. 
These ranges pass through the sarkara of Chittor, Kumbhalmsr, Ajmer and 
Nagaur. Thus the sarkars Jodhpur, Bikaner and a email part of earkir Ajmer 
and Nagaur lay on the western side which is largely a desert. On the 
eastern side lav sarkars Chittor, Hanthaabhor, Kumbhalmer and remaining 
portion of sarkars Ajmer and Nagaur. The highest section of the Aravalli 
range lies Northwest of Udaipur between Kumbhalmer and Gogumda. Guruahlkhar, 


1. Kaafaiafr-l Mutafarriaa. B.M. Add. 6506 (Hot., Department of History, 
Aligarh), ff. 76 a-? 9 b; B u t Rai Chaturman Saxena (Chshar QulAan. Abdus 
3alam Collection, 292/62, Azad Library, Aligaih, ff.6cb-6la), Ma^yj 
Pararain . R.A.3. Persian, 179 (Rot., Department of History, Aligarh), 
ff.63-87 and puba re Sarkaran re pargana ri vlgat (Me., Anoop Sanskrit 
Library, Bikaner), describe the eight sarkar* and 2^8 narganaa of yuba 
Ajasr, namely aarkarp Ajmer, Chittor, Ranthambhor, Nagaur, Jaiaalmer, 
Bikaner, Jodhpur and Kumbhalmer. 

2 . Maimia-I F sriw 1 n, ff.83-87. 
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the hi^iest peak; in Rajasthan, is located near Sir oh i and Abugarh. Tne 
hei^it is 1,772 meters from the searlevel. The Aravallia, excepting at Abu, 
seldom rise to over 1,000 asters above sea level. The Aravallia provide 
ideal situation for a number of natural fortresses, ingress into which is 
only possible through very narrow passes.^ 

The great Indian watered runs along the Aravalli axis from the 

Sambhar lake southward to Ajmer, east of beawar and Kwribhalaer, southeast 

of Ddaipur. In the west and south of the Aravalli rivers Luni, 3ukri, Banes, 

Sabamatl and Mohi are the most significant. The Banes river with its main 

2 

tributaries flows towards th* east to Join the Chambal river* 

The ArAvslll ranges are significant in this fubs/s strategical 
importance. Sarkar Chittor, located in Aravalli ranges, was ths safest 
from the external attacks. Similarly, parka r Kumbh aimer was the safest 
shelter place for the Ranas of H«wtr. 

For the geographical study of subs Ajmer it would be best to 
proceed sarkar wise. 

The boundaries of sarkar Bikaner ran along those of Thatta in the 
west, Jodhpur in the east and sarklr Nggaur in the southeast. It was 
entirely confined to the T hir °esert. T^e large siaed dunes are concsntrated 


1. V.C 4 Misra, Oeogranto- of Rajasthan. *ew Delhi, 1967 , pp.23-4, 125, 172-3 

2. Ibid ., p.38. 
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in the western part of the deeert in Parmer, Jaisalmer and Bikaner. 

Sarkara Chittor and Kumbhalmer lay to the southeast of Barker 
Jodhpur. It had sarkar Ajmer In the east, aarktr Nagaur in the northeast 
and aarkar Bikaner in the west. It consisted largely of the basin of the 
Luni river. River Umi and its tributaries drain the southeastern area 
of Jodhpur, Pali, Jilor and Sirohi. The southeastern part of narganag Pali 
and Sirohi are bounded on Uv> east and southeast by the ArSVallis. Contours 
of 600 to 900 asters are located in this aarkSr . 

Sarkar hagaur adjoined aarkar Bikaner on the north, aarkar Ajmer 
in south, aarkar Jodhpur in southwest, Agra on the east and Delhi cm north¬ 
east. Parganaa Xasli, Kewassa and Xhatu lay on the spurs of the Aravallis. 
Otherwise the ent ire aarkar occupied an area to the horth west of the 
Aravallis, receiving a little of its very limited drainage. In the east 
of aarkar Nagiur scattered contours of 300 to 600 meters are located. The 
important salt lakes in this area are the lakes of Kuchiwan and Didvana. 

In the north, the sarkar Ajmer was bounded by sartor Najatur; in 
the southwest sarkar Jodhpur; In south sarkar Chittor; in east sarkar 
Ranthamber; and in northeast aifca Ag?a. The Aravalli range does not form 
a continuous line to the northeast of Ajm*r, It is broken snd allows for 
easy passage at more than one point. In the west of sarkar Ajmer the hills 
rise to above 300 and even 600 meters. The important salt lake in this 
region is the lake of Simbhar. Luni river rises at Ana Sagar at Ajmsr and 
flews towards the southwest through Jodhpur, Jilor and Barasr. 
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Sarkar Ranthaabor was surrounded by parkffra Ajmer »d Chittor on 
the west; «Qba A gra on the east; sarkar Ajmer on the northwest and suba 
Malwa on the south. Rivers Chaabal, Sanaa, Kali Sind and their tributaries 
flow through this sarkar. The youngs at part of the ArCvalli aytfem is 
found here. The Aravalli slopes formed the southwest boundary of the 
sarkir . The yarkar largely consisted of a plateau broken into valleys by 
the various rivers! the hills never rise to above 600 meters, 

Sarkar Chittor was surrounded by sarkar Ajmer in the north; sarkir 
Jodhpur in northwest; sarkar a Mimbhalmar and Jodhpur on the west and suba 
dllwa in south and southeast. The hipest slope of Aravalli range formed 
its western boundary. The hills rise to above 600 meters, ^ewar was thus 
well protected on its western side owing to the Aravalli ranges. Ths 
western part of pargana Dunearpur and nearly the whole of Parana Udaipur 
lay within the Aravallis. Tb* hi.ohest section of the Aravalli ranges lies 
northwest of Udaiour between K-umbhalmer and Gogunda. River Chambal is 
marked as the boundary line between subaa K*lwa and Ajmer. Sanaa river runs 
between Kihkroli and &andalgarh. River Sabarmati also crosses garkar 
Chittor. 


Sarkar ^umbhalmer lies within the Arivalli ranges. The hills 
rise above 600 meters. River Sanaa flows through the sarkir . In ths sast 
of marker Kumbhalmer lay sarkar Chittor and in the west and northwest 
sarkir Jodhpur. 
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2. Rental. 

Suba Ajmer had its own importance In that a major rout® connecting 
Gujarat with Agra and Delhi ran through it. Beti*»en Agra and Ajmer, the 

emperors erected inns for the comfort of the travellers and their horses etc* 

2 

Ox carts and camels were used for transport of goods* 

Although for reaching Surat fro® Vra, there were different routes, 
yet mostly the traders used to choose the following route as it was considered 
the nearest and cheapest ::py, 

From Agra one would reach Fatah pur and then Rupbas, famous for red 
stone, thence Baywia, the celebrated indigo mart. Passing hindaun, the 
route entered the suba of Ajmer. The way from Lalsot was plain with 
scattered little hills. From here till Kosabad, there was scarcity of 
water. 


After ^osabid the route passed tnrough Bander 3intiri, a place 
surrounded by hills. The way thenceforward to Ajmer was through level 
country till the last 2 kos, where it met stony ground. Ajmer itself is 
surrounded by hills of the Aravalli ranges. 


1 . Arif Qandharf, Tarikjrr-i Qandharj (transcript in history Department, 

Aligarh), f . 46 ; Purchaa his Pllgrlaee. James Maclohos® & Sons, 
Glasgow, 1905, vol. IV, 0.174. 

2. Peter “undy, T r>Ye i 3 Q £ Peter myaodr in Euro pe and Asia. l6o£M667, 

pub. Hakluyt Society, london, 1914, vol. II, pp.225-72. 



- 7 - 


From Ajmer to Badhvara, the way was hilly, The road to B«a was 

aandy. -rom Hea to Harta, the route again passed through plains; the 

desert was close, but there was no scarcity of water. After darta the route 

crossed a channel of river Jhojri.^ After passing Jogi ka Talao, the route 

met hilly ground. In the way to Jalor one had to cross the river I*uni. 

Jalor is situated among the Aravalli ranges, The way thence to Sirohi is 

Guru 

hilly. The highest peak of the Aravalli ranges, i.a./Ghikhar, is situated 
near it. After passit^ Amthara and Mvaagthala, the route entered the subs 
of Gujarat.^ 

Another important route, led to Thatta from Ajmer and is described 
as follows** 

The route went s aandy desert. It was not possible to perform 
the journey to Thatta via Jalsalmer with ox carts due to the large dunes. 

The journey was performed on camels. Anyhow, the way from Ajmer to Magaur 
was sandy. There are tne Aravalli ranges on eastern side of Nffgaur. Fro* 
hagaur, usually, the way to Jodhpur was followed. It consisted largely of 
the basin of the Auni river, from Jodhpur reached Jaisalmer. It is entirely 
confined to the Thar desert, large sised dunes are concentrated in the 
western part of the desert in Jaisalmer. After passing Jaisalmer, one 

1. It is tributary of river Luni, see Geography of Rajasthan, p.40. 

2. ^eter *'iundy, vol. II, pp.225“72; Tavernier, Jean Baptiste, Travels in 

India, 1640-67, t:. 7. Ball, London, 1889* 2nd edition revised by 
*. Crooks, London, 1925, vol. I, PP. 54-73. 
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wculd enter auba of Sindh and reach fhatta.^ 

Another important route was from Delhi to Ajmer* Passing through 

suba of Agra, one would enter the boundary of Ajmer auba . Prom here the 

way led to Jobner is plain. Further through Sarebhar, vhere is salt lake, 

one would arrive at Naralna. From here one would reach Ajmer through 

2 

Magana and Harmara. 

3. Iripcigalit jgji and .isa asilaUtarritflEy 

Rajasthan had its owi importance in connection with the rulera 
or chiefs, who occupied a considerable territory of subs Ajmer which dis¬ 
tinguished it from other provinces. As Jahangir put it, it wfs a region 
that maintained no leas than 90,000 cavalry,' 1 2 3 * 5 a figure borne out by the 

Afcrjj Afefiri. It thus accounted for nearly a quarter of tne total cavalry 

_ 4 

maintained by samindars of akbar’s Empire. 

When Akbar divided the whole of hit empire into twelve subas. some 
of the most important states in Raj put an a were Mesrar, Marwar, Bikaner and 


1. T uaulr-1 Jahangir!, ed. Salyid Ahmad Khan, Aligarh, 1063-4, p*410; 

■9h.ah.ar Qalaban, f.123b; Wj Illam Foster. The "relish Factories in India. 
1637-1641, Oxford, 1912, vol. VI, pp.138, 275-6. 

2. Qhahar Quljfcap , f.123b. 


3. T uzuk , p.l68. 

4* The total cavalry during Akbar*s reign (according to AbUl Fazl, Ain-1 
Akbarr . tr. Jarrett, second ed. by Sir Jadunath Sarkar, Calcutta, 1949, 

vol. II, p.277) was 86,5bO. 
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Jaiaalmer. The rulers of Mewar did not join Mughal service during Akbar’s 

reign. But the Mughals overran moat of the territory of the State, and set 

up a member of the royal family as the Rana, thus even in conditions of 

war recognising the axistance of the state.^ In 1614, Sana Amar Singh 

2 — 

accepted Mughal auserainty. Some tributary chiefs of Mewar such as 

1 r*> / ri 

Banswara, Rampura or Islffmpiir, Dungarpur, 5 3trohi,° Pyatlpgarh and Bundi' 
joined Mu gh al service during Akbar's reign and became separate principalities. 

Mgywar was a state before the suba was created and continued as 

g 

a state, being retained as watan jagjr of its rulers, 0 who belonged to the 

pr 

Q -IQ 

Rat ho r clan. Similarly, Bikaner and Jaisaiaer were held by the tothor 
chiefs and the Rhati chiefs as their watan iaVlra . 


1. Kaviraj Shyamaldae, JSr. lined , 1866, II, 73-4, 145, 153, 162-3, 177-8. 

2. T uauk . p.133; Hr Xlnod , II, 239. 

3. iSb II, 251; Ranke Das, Bankedas re khva t. Rajasthan Oriental Research 
Institute, Jodhpur, 1956, p.14. 

4* Ain, II, 251. 

5. -Ibid .; Ranke Das re khvat. p.14. 

6 . Ain. II, p.25l; ‘All Muhamnad Khan, Mirat-i AhmadT . ed. Saiyid Kawab All, 
Baroda, vol. I, p.108; y Ir Vlnod . II, p*11l3;Muhta NainsI, hainsi re 
SshySt. Rajasthan Oriental Research Institute, Jodhpur, i 960 , vol# xil, 

p. 175. 

7. AiJS, II, P.251; jjalaaLJfenft, vol. I, pp.lo3-4; Banks Das re khvat . 
rp.i, 14. 

8. Ajfl, II, p,27l; Muhta Nainsf, Marwar re parcana re yjgat. Rajasthan 
Oriental Research Institute, Jodhpur, 1968 f I 

_ t 

9* Ain« 1L, P.277* 


10. Ibid . 




3c,ni« states, which came into existence after 15^5 A.D., were 


Kishangarh and Kota. The state of Kighangarh came into existence in l6o9.^ 

2 

Its rulers were of the ftathor clan. In 1631, Kota became a state separate 
from ^undi, and was given ov°r tc i^adho Sin^i Hara. 

Besides these large principalities, there listed a number of 
•mailer states in guba Ajmer. 

A list of such principalities can be prepared on the basis of 
the Ajn-i Akbarf- The A in gives the set lasted revenue ( J ana , naodi ) as 
well as the names of the zeminda r castes for various parganas . The jiaa 1 , 
being built up of village assessments, is normally net in round figures. 

But I n sub* A jaer, the Jang " in respect of numerous parganas is rounded to 
thousands or lakhs of dama. This suggests that the Mughal administration 
did not here have village-wise figures, but made summary estimates for the 

parganas as a whole. This suggests strongly that these parganas were under 

3 

tributary chiefs. 

A list of such small principalities is appended. In many case* 
the existence of the principalities is confirmed by other sources. The list 
appended gives such references in the other sources in the last column. 


1. ii, p.522. 

2. ibid ., p.1411. 

3. Irfan Bab ib, The — . ra iian System of Murhal India (159S-1 707), Bombay, 1963, 
Wtfki Moreland, The Agrarian System Moslem India. Allahabad, 
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The hereditary states accounted for l5 r 54 f 26.GX) dajaa cut of 
a total revenue of 2fi f 8h ,.01,557 dams for the suba. i.e, 53^*. If one 
compares it with the tributary pare-anas of suba Agra on the same basis, 
on-' would find that there were only 35 principalities which yielded a 
revenue of 4,35,34,700 out of 54.62.50.3o4 dams , the whole revenue of 
suba Agra, i.e. 9»£ ^ only. This again brings out the fact that suba 
Ajnrr had a distinct characteristic in being honey-combed with chiefs of 
all Grinds. 
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Saricar Aimer 


3.M0. 

Naas of the P arena Revenue 

(based on Aln-i 

Akbari) 

CUq 

The caste of samlndar is 
identified by the following 
sourcea. 

1. 

Parbatsar 

2200000 

Rat ho re 

Banks Das ri ktalt, p.62. 

2. 

flahnai 

1400000 

t» 

Waqai' User, p.232; Baste. Djj 
■JELM gifca P.84. 

3. 

Bahai 

0600000 

t > 

Waqai 1 Alner. o.74. 

4. 

Bharonda 

0270000 

Chauhan 

Ibid., pp.21, 43, 192. 

5. 

Deogaon 

1200000 

- 

- 

6. 

Kekri 

1808000 

Bathore 

B »nfe D ea rl p.86. 

7. 

harsor 

1200000 

(after de¬ 
ducting 
puyurghal) 

it 

n «1m 1 ri Ifor*!, roi. 1, 
p.122. 



Sarkar Chittar 


1. 

Ialanpur or 
Rampur 

7000000 

Qiand- 
revet 

Ylr v lngd, roi. n, p.982; 
Bains! ri khvat. Ill, p.239; 
Banks Das rl khvat. 108. 

2. 

Udaipur 

1108000 

Slsodia 

^akil Report, p.98; «HnalXi 
khvat. I, 32, 

3. 

Uparmal 

0280000 
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4. 

Bhainaror 

1200000 

Haras 

Slaodia 

w *oal Aiaer. 495; v lr 

140; Naina! rl kfcsrA, I, 38. 

5. 

Patta hajipur 

1375000 

- 

- 

6. 

Chittor 

0800000 

Slaodia 

Ain. II, p.268. 

7. 

Suael 

oiocooo 

- 

- 

8. 

bandariya 

016C00D 

- 

- 

9. 

Artd 

0200000 

- 

mm 

10 . 

Phulia 

2800000 

(after de- 

Slaodia 

tfaaai A.1»er. p.398: Banka Daa 
rl .Mail, p. 96 . 


ducting 

auyurqfaa l) 


1. Baldo 

2. Barah Kain 


0570000 Rathore M aqal Aj*er . pp. 396 , 397-8. 
0058000 


Sarkar Siroh l 


1. Abu and 3irohi 12000000 Par* ar & Ain. II, p.25l; tf aaal Aiawr. p.674; 

(Abu) -Afaedi, i* p.io8; Ux 

Dawraa y lnod . II, p.1113; Halnii. li Jflgtl 
(Sirohi) III, 195; Banke Da a rl khyat . 

106, 137. 

2. Bangaara CfiOOOOOO Oehlot AJa, II, 251; ^Ir Vlnod. II, 73o; 

(3i«odia) Banks Das rl khyat , p. 107. 

3. Dungarpur 08000000 ,, Aih-1 Akbarl. tr. n, 27 S; 

BflPfcg Pit .*1 Jtet, p.107. 
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forlcir fottfowtear 


Ms* 

Name of the 

.ftarjgjL*_ 

Revenue 

Clan 

Sources 

1. 

At on 

060CXXX) 

- 

- 

2. 

Antarda 

1500000 

Si sod la 

Nainsl rl ktarat. I, 110. 

3. 

Alvin Bo saver 

120C000 

- 

- 

4. 

^undi 

1620000 

Kara 

Nalnsl rl khyat. I, 103-4; 
l«nia.PM xl-J&afc, 1> 14. 

5. 

Baroda 

4571000 

»» 

Ain-1 Akbarl. II, 268; jjj Y inefl< 

XI, 69. 

6- 

Pat an 

2800000 

Slaodla 

fl.lnal rt khvlt. I, 110. 

7. 

Baklalt 

1200000 

- 


8. 

Palilta 

1400000 

Baras 

jL*laalxLJac^» 1 » 44; late Pm 
rl khyat. 149. 

9. 

Pachrl 

0900000 

- 

- 

10. 

Bala Khatri 

0110000 

- 

- 

11. 

Bhorl Pahiri 

7500000 

mm 

- 

12. 

Bar an 

0880000 

Baras 

WsaiiUiasr* 7oo-oi. 

13. 

Tonk 

750C000 

Afghans 

Yir v lnod> 11 * 1626. 

14. 

Chatsu 

7536ooo 

- 

- 

15. 

Jhalada 

0500000 





16 . Chain 

O4750OO 

— 


17. Dehri 

1COOCOO 

- 

- 

18. Delwara 

0400000 

(after de¬ 
ducting 
■urnrahal) 

Gehlot 

Banks Das ri. Shvit. PP.70. 103. 

19. *ota 

3000000 

Haras 

Alnri Akfrari. II, 268 ; jjaakl 
Ajasr, 4-5; ?%r v lna&> 11 » 

1411: Bank© Da s ri kfcyat, 149: 

^ a in si rl kfrvat. I, 110. 

20. iChandar 

01+00000 

- 

- 

21. Khatoll 

0200000 

- 

- 

22. Lakheri 

08000CD 

Hara 

Halm! ri.kfryn, h 110 . 

23* Ioharwara 

025(3000 

Hhati 

Banfce Da ,3 jj Kfeytt* P*1* 

24. 4cnda 

Q 25 booo 

- 

- 

25. ^omldana 

4100000 

Haras 

Waqal' Aiwer. pp.54-5, 403. 

26 . 4oharad 

0125X0 

Hathore 

PirJfe- Pia. rl ktoit, p. 20 . 

27. N aga>r 

0200000 

Baraa 

Waaal c A User. 4 28. 

26. Sankhra 

1100000 

(after de¬ 
ducting 

jumzhal) 

»» 

Hair.si rl khvat. vol. I, p.110. 

29. Wiwai 

0930000 

Kachvaha 

NaInal ri kforat. vol. I, p.287; 
Blnke Das ri kfavat. pp.49» 152. 
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Chapter n 
THE QQVmiQR 


Ths f-Iughsl ^mpire was divided Into a number of giubas (provinces). 
In each mba there was a head of the administration, who was given various 
names, such as. Hakim. Sahib- 1 sub a, Maftlm. Sinahsalar . ZStiiiMxzl JObJU 
Subadar etc . 1 

The word Subadar is compound of the Arabic word 1 auba 1 . area. 
Itself from sub - direction or point of compass, and the Persian ' dar 1 - 
holder, possessor. 

Akbar introduced a unlfona system of provincial administration 

in his empire in 1580 A.D. He divided the Empire into twelve aubaa and 

in each suba he appointed a alpafr..Oflifir Hi), • UlMP# * 

2 

a Sadr and other officials. 

pahaalar or governors were appointed in the yibas by Fap»fln-i 

3 

3ibtl issued by the ^raperor. When Iftlkhar Khan, the Fauldsr of Ajmer in 
1676 A.D. was pressed to leave Merta by Raghunith Bhitf and others, he 


1 . J&&* vol. I, p.252; Bernier, Imala. la t&aJtegttl s «Bia 1656 - 68 , 
tr, A. Constable, second ed., I 968 , p.455. 

2 . Abul Fail, Akbarnaaa. Bib. Ind,, Calcutta, 1873-87* vol. HI, 
pp.282-3. 

3. Mn, 1 , p.152; »irat-1 1 * pp.357-8. 
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retorted that he vas not appointed by them. When the Emperor Aurangseb 
mould give him order, he would go. 1 

Theoretically the governors were appointed by the Esqperor. 
dut in practice, the Emperor used to consult the grandees cf the Empire 
and the ministers. Only trusted and experienced nobles were appointed 
as Governors. The Princes of the royal blood were also appointed. The 
princes were ordinarily appointed as governors of the Important provinces 

and generally they wars assisted by a Deputy in the discharge of their 

3 

duties. 

Usually one governor was appointed in a sub a. but Akbar, in 
1586 A.D., appointed two governors in each subs on the ground "that if 
one come to the court or should fall ill, the other might look after hie 
affairs". 14 ' Hut we find that this system failed to operate in later years. 

Governors were not permanently appointed in one province. They 
were transferred from one province to another. Akbar believed that to 
keep governors in good order, transfers were necessary. he declared his 


1. frugal sarkar Ranthaabor wa Aimer, transcript in the Department 
of History, Aligarh, Nos.15 and l6, p,124. 

2 . Saran, P., The Provin cial Gove rnment of t he Mughals (1526-1658), 
Allahabad, 1941, second ed., 1973, p.l8l. 

3. Tavernier, p.i+2; Saren, pp.71, 172. 

4. A.K.. Ill, pp.5lT-2; Por the study aea also, Afsal Husain,’Provincial 

Governors under Akbar’ (l580“l6o5), p rpc*?flinf8 of ftlltonr 

C<?ngr?18, Uabalpur, 1970, p.270. 
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policy when he wag transferring the Atka Khali from Punjab.^ 

The term of service of a governor in a province was not fixed* 

Tavernier writes that usually the srovemor remained in a province not 

more than three years. H® gives the example of Shaista Khan, who returned 

2 

to the court after completing three years. Bernier remarks that the 

3 

tenure of the governors was longer in India than in Turkey* On the whole, 
we can say that the Mughal court did not approve of long terms for governors, 
and gene rally transferred or recalled them after two or thief* years. 

There was no codified law for the guidance of Governors in the 
Mughal Empire. The Governors worked under the directions of the King and 
these directions were enumerated In the imperial farma ns.^ Bakfeahi, Sadr. 
Qaaf. Kptwal. Mj r Bahr. Waaai Mavis. Amin etc. assisted the governor in 
the work of administration. 

A peculiar feature of the administration of the suba of Ajmer 
is that sometimes the Incharge of the mbs is designated sSbadar and 
sometimes Fauidar. 


1. AJU, n, P p.332-3. 

2. Tavernier, p.63. 

3. Bernier, p.23l. 

4. _Jih, vol. I, pp.223-26; . Purchaa. vol. IV, pp.437, 442-3; Teny 

Edward, Early Travels in India (1583-1619), ed. «. Foster, London, 
1927, p.326. 




Nobles holding the rank* from 2,5bO to 7*000 war® generally 


appointed as yibadars and the namjabdars of 500 np to 5,000 were generally 
appointed as f aujdira. 

The hipest rank held by a subadar of Ajmer was 7,000/7,000. 
iiahabat Khan, aubadar of Ajasr in 1626 AJ). had this manaalt (of 7,000/7,000). 
The lowest manaab ever held by the aubadar of Ajmer (so designated) was 

2,5bO tat . Abdullah Khan Barha, the ea badar of Ajmer in 1697 A.D. had 

2 — . 

this aansab. Among the fan! dir ■ of Ajmer, Shuja’at Ahan, who had the 

3 

rank of 5,000/4,000, was appointed as fauldar of Ajmer in 1688 A.D. This 
was the hipest rank held by any faqjd ar of Ajmer. The lowest ^f^b of 
a fauldar of Ajmsr was 500/400. Bahadur Kaabu, faujdair of Ajmer in 
1655 A.D. held this manaab .^ - 

In 1678 A.D., Iftikhar Khan waa the fauidir of Ajmer; and in 
addition he was also the Diwan of the suba .^ This ia the only example 
when a fauldar of Ajmer also held the charge of Diwanr of the province. 

No distinction appears to have existed, however, between the 


1. 3ee Appendix C. 

?. See Appendix D. 

3. Ibid . 

4. See Appendix C. 

5. jfefl&LiUBfifc, p.167. 
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jurisdictions of the subadars and faujdara of Ajmer. The fau.ldar of the 

aarkir of Ajaer enjoyed almost all the powers of a subadar and as such 

he was superior to other fau.ldars of remaining aarkara of the province of 

Ajmer. Tne fauldara of other aarkara were appointed on his recommendation. 

Prithri Singh, the fau.ldar of Merta, and shore 3ingh, the fau-ldar of 

Maw«Mada'na, were appointed on these posts on the recommendation of Iftikbar 

Khan, the fau.ldar of Ajmer in 1678 A.D.”* The fau.ldar of sarkir of Ajmer 

had administrative control over the fauldara of the other aarkara of the 

pytb§ of Ajaar. Tahawwur Khan, the fauidar of Ajmer in l67>“80, gave 

order to Sujan Singh, the faujdir of Jalor, for the supply of food grain. 

o 

He used to go to their f aujdaris for revenue realisation. 

Our evidence shows that the prime function of the governor of 
Ajmer (whether styled afubadar or fauidar ) was to maintain law and order 

within his jurisdiction, undertake military action*, take judicial decisions 

3 

and also have some say in revenue administration. 

l uactjQM : 

The governor had to maintain contingents according to his maneab. 


1. The fau.ldars were given conditional ranks. Muhammad Z&hid Beg, fauidar 
of Jodhpur was mansabdar of 2<X>/3o, his nanqab was increased to 400/l3o> 
among which ICO/lOO was conditional rank. Akhbariit f 11 Safar, 43 R.I. 

2 . WaaiUiMC, pp. 103-4, 17&-9, 253 , 312, 402-3, 5^0, 9?7 t 6o4-5. 

3. AA.. Ill, p.655. 
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Whenever the ^aperor vent to war, the governors were ordered to send 
troops to the Emperor.^ 

The fautdar of Aj»sr was authorised to summon Military contin¬ 
gents fron the vassal states within the subs, if he was preparing to lead 

2 

a military expedition. 

It. appears that the fauld ar of sarkar Ajmer was expected to make 
arrangements for the provision of horses for tbs purpose of Dalc-Chauki . 
in other places, the lagirdars ought to have provided the her sea, but 

In spite of repeated orders they failed to do so. Unless they were asked 

3 

by the Bmperor, they would not arrange for the horses. 


1. NlzanuddJh Ahmad, Tabaciat-i Akbari r ed. B. Do, Bib. Ind., p.379; 

Saqf Mustaid Khan, foa'aalr-i'Alamglr l P Bib* Ind., Calcutta, 1871, p.429; 
Vakil Report . 20 th Aug. 169 1 A.D., S.No.261, Old N 0 .I 96 (State Archives 
of Rajasthan, Bikaner); An order had been sent to Alaf Khan, iagirdar of 
oargsp ft Fatehpur ond Jhunjhunu, Amanat Khan, faujdar of Ajmer, and Rasak- 
das, the autaaaddl of Hisar that, being ready with a large force, they 
should send every necessary help and aid to the Emperor at the tine of 
war. ( Barman . 11th Jan. 1667 A.D., 3.A.R .. Bikaner); ^Iruorat Khan, fauldar . 
of Ajmer, after sense increase in the man^ ab. was orderod to appoint an 
army of 5000 sawjrs under hln. Waqal‘ Parers . 9&B Oct. 1681 A.D., 3.A.B . 
Bikaner. 

2 . Waaai 4 Ajmer. pp«51, 6 l. Iftikhar Khan, th.e _fau. 1 dar of Ajmer In 1678 asked 
Bimal Dae, the agent of Baja Kam Singh of Anber for Kilitaiy help, but 

he refused on the ground that the expedition was against the ShekhAvats; 

n » P.62, Artlj 3.A.R.. Bikaner, The I gpj d&c of Jodhpur 
requested the Emperor for military help. At his request. Prince Azam and 
Asad Khan were sent to Ajmer. 

3. Muhammad Aqil, mace bearer, complained to Iftikhar Khan that no provision 
of horses was made for Dik-ChaukT . Iftikhar Qian replied that he had made 
available two hors A s in Ajmer and two horses in parsene Chatsu, which was 
in his jaglr. Waqaj 1 2 3 Aimer , pp.85* 9 t ^>\ a fsrman was issued to Iftikhar 
Saan, directing him to employ 1000 sawars at Ra.l5/“ per Month per sawar 
and ICCO inusketears at the rate of Rs.4/“ per month per head in consulta¬ 
tion with Salyid Abdullah, Balrhahl and waqalharis . 
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It was also the duty of the governor to see that hie oldlore 
were well equipped, and to wake necessary arrangements in case a soldier 
lost his horse for one reason or another* ^ 

The military duties of the fauldar of Ajmer increased immensely 
when the Rathors revolted* Padshah Quli Khan had to keep a vigilant eye 
on the Rajput movements and spies were appointed* He deputed Prithi Singh 
to the villages of Budhwara and Dantra, which were attached to the shrine 
of Ajmer, as the Rajputs had been reported to be proceeding in that direc¬ 
tion. Padshah Quli Khan replied to the letter of the official concerned 
and assured him that he had kept an eye on the developments of oarganas. 
Mandal, Kekri and others and by the end of Jumida II, he would report to 

Ajmer. He sent 500 men towards Darlba under Muhammad Wall for the supp- 

2 

ression of the Rajputs. 

The fauldar used to appoint various men for military purpose. 
Padshah Quli Khan appointed a group of Rajputs and aam-r^d*^ of parean a 
Mandal to guard the important posts. After visiting the places, he had 
their ro4i“ call and examined them. He wrote to the mnnahTa (clerks) of 


1. Ain, vol. I, p. 226 ; Pidshah Quli Kfcan, fauldar of Ajmer, 
distributed lOOOJtiaft&S (bows) among the soldiers as the 
old ones were damaged due to the rainy season. He gave 
5<0 bows to Kamalud-din Khan. He also gave horses to so 
many persons. Waaal' Aimer, p.663. 


2* Wsqii Aimer, pp.272, 30?-8, 310, 57b~7l 
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the chaukla (post*) to check the artillery twice * day.^ 

The fauldar was also responsible for ensuring regular payment 

of salary to imperial troops* Khidmat Guaar Khan told Iftikhar Khan that 

It was not possible to comply with orders about the appointment of the 

soldiers because of the non-payment of the dues* Iftlkhar Qian ordered 

fire thousand rupees to be given to then, But without sanad the governor 

could not give the pay. Padshah QulT Khan had written to Shuja Qian to 

say that there was such and such an amount in the treasury but up to this 

time no sanad was received to pay the waodr troops (paid in cash). So if 

2 

ary such information was available, it should be communicated at once. 

3 

Governors used to make recommendations for grants of man^abi . 

A jit Singh, son of Maharaja Jaswarit Singh, received a mansab of 1500 on 
the recommendation of ShafI Qian, governor of Ajmer, on condition thal 
he will not keep Durga Das in his service*^ 


1. Waqal' Ajwa;r f pp*493“4> 595“6> 642* Padshah Qulf Khan appointed four 
ffawlrs and 12 troopers* so as to guide them In the defiles of Rajputana 
at Rs«1?0 and Rs.200 per year. He appointed a few persons to safeguard 
the interests of the villagers of village Shod, which was in the jaglr 
of Karan Hertia, a relative of the Sana, ^aaal c Aimer . PP.98, 699 . 

Padshah Qulf Qian appointed three divisions of azeqr to protect the 
Inhabitants of Kahi under Kamlluddln, Muhammad Sharif and Muhanad Waleh. 

2'* jj&aai .Ajaar, pp.ioo, 53i. 

3. Selected Waqai' of the Deccan, ed. I.H. Kh*n, Hyderabad, 1953, p*47. 

4* yakll Report. 6th July, 1693 , SJJo.442, old B©*828, 3.AJ ,, Bikaner; 

23rd M*y 17t)3, S.No.657, old Mo. 1074, S.A.R .. Bikaner. 
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Judicial Functions 

The governor decided cases according to shariat * Shyan Ram, 
a Brahman of Nagaur, filed a suit in the court, stating that he had decided 
to purchase one thousand maunds of wheat from Kesri Singh and Jeev Raj, 
who were revenue officials of Maharaja of Jodhpur. Rs.23oo/“ were given 
in advance. Now the officials neither delivered the grain nor returned 
the amount. On an appeal to the Emperor, the orders were issued to the 
faujdara of this province and an order was also issued to Xftikhar Khan to 

I 

decide the case. The fauidar decided this with the help of the Qaii . 

Thakria, resident of mania Khatu, filed a suit in the court of 

Padshah Quli Qian that Chuhar, his son, had given Rs.5b/“ to Shyam Das 

and Udai Bhan. They did not pay in time. One day when Chuhar had harshly 

demanded the money, the Rajput a became angry and killed him. Padshah Quli 

2 

Khan depot* i a soldier to investigate and arrest the murderers. 


1. HlflRi..AjlPJT* pp.22-3, 27, 32, 36, 44-5> a farman (in 1663-64) was 
issued to the fauidar of Gujarat. In it he was asked to see that 
the strong should not oppress the weak. He was to decide the 
cases in consultation with the qaii. mufti and miradi. 

A faa sdi, i, pp.257, 258. 

2. Waaii Aimer, pp.172 , 201-3 , 391. Tikon, resident of mausa Didwas, 

filed a suit in the court of Padshah Quli Qian alleging that 
Saleh Deg. Ahdi, had imprisoned his son. Saleh Beg was summoned. 
He said that he had purchased that boy for Rs.3o/- and made him 
Muslim. The fauidar said that because the boy was a minor, he 
must be returned to his father. After giving Rs.io/- to Saleh 
Beg, his father took the son. Alagr, p.573. 
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Iftikhar Khan used to hear the complaints of petitioners and 
if a petitioner asked for ren*>ving the case, the request was granted and 
•one cases were referred to the oasi for disposal. It appears that the 
cases of a civil nature, involving the shariat. were normally submitted to 
Alii for decision. 

The governor was not authorised to award the death penalty. 

Khanri Azam Mirza Aziz, Koka say 3 that the governors were to send such 
cases to the Imperial court with a detailed account of the case.^ 

Justice was not done in a number of cases either because the 
governors and oasis were corrupt or because the Emperor was weak. One day, 
food was boii^j distributed at the Dargah and there was a huge crowd. 

Firos, the stone-cutter, entered in the crowd and one Arif, the armed 
retainer of Sadullah, inflicted a blow with his stick on Firos, he died. 

The heirs of Firos complained to Padshah Quli %an. Re summoned Arif, 
the culprit, and Arif appeared before the governor along with Sadullah. 
Padshah Quli Khan referred the case to the Qaai w ho recorded th«* st atements 

of the witnesses and observed that the case against Arif was net proved, 

t - _ 0 

slthou^i it was common knowledge that Arif had killed Firos. 


1. jjb , rol. HI, p.3ft). however, in 16?? A.D., Kaha Singh Bhadoria, 
presented a Rajput in the court of Padshah Quli Khan, stating that 
the person had concealed h1mv»lf in the skirts of th* *ert to kill 
the Raja, getting no chance, left the tent early in the morning but 
was captured, while capturing he assassinated one person and three 
others. Padshah Quli Khan ordered that he should be thrown under the 
feet of elephant. This pase appears to be of political nature and 
as such the Borexnor had to act promptly. » T aaai~ Aimer, p.i* 08 . 


?. Wtqal Aimer , p. 292 . 
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For the policing of the province, the fauidar had a suitable staff 
of Thinadars (in charge of thanas or posts) and soldiers under his according 
to the need of each place. He was responsible for the security of the 
province. hs used to recommend persons for appointment to the post of 
Thanadar .^ 

The governor could also dismiss the thanadara . Pad shah Quli Khan 

2 

dismissed Tej Singh from the th&nadari of Bh&krol. 

The governors had power to punish the thanadars for their 

3 

negligence In the investigation of cases. 

The governors made arrangements for the protection of the cities* 
Padshah Quli Khan asked the kotwal to close the main entrance of Ajmer city. 
He Himself went to Pushkar to see the arrangements for the defence of the 
place. The official reported to Padshah Quli Khan about the uneasiness of 


1* Qaqai Ajmar f pp.274> 27b, 305. Padshah Quli Khan had recommended Kusal 
Singh ?aur of Mahraut 100/20 for the post of Thanadar of Belwar of oaraana 
Bambawal. Besides it. Peer Huhammad Khokhar, Thanadar of Bodal in JUudar 
Ranthambor sent his vakil near Padshah Quli Qian for the appointment of 
his son S3 thanadar of Natl. But he refused and said that it would be 
against law, because there vas no post of thanadar previously* 

2. w.iatl Ajmj, p.575* 

3. Huhammad Hashim informed Padshah Quli Khan that so ms persons had been 
injured ond money had been taken from them along with a few camels near 
Gangahar thana . Padshah Quli Khan ordered Kashi Singh* thanadar of the 
place, to investigate and reprimanded him for his negligence. 

. w afl§& Aiaat* pp*5oe-3, 556-7. 
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the people of Ajmer mho had given credence to the fal»e rumours of the 
activities of the Rajputs* It was better to appoint 400 matchlockmen and 
400 troopers to guard the city of Ajmer. Padshah Quli Khan replied that 
he, too, was hard pressed these days* However, he would tiy to appoint 
200 matchlockmen and 100 tippers. 1 

It was the governor’s foremost duty tc check robbery and ensure 
the safety of the roads and highways. I* was his duty to r<&cower the 
stolen and looted property, and to arrest the thieves and robbers. The 
recovered property was given back to its owner and the criminals were to 
be punished* Thieves operated on a large scale in Rajy it ana. The 
f aujdars had the duty of punishing them. Padshah stull i'djan ordered Kashi 
Singa, t foanadair of Oangahar, to establish a hhaulrt in this area as it 
seemed to hare been a place of hiding for the thieves, because of its wild 
character.^ 


1. w«Qal Aimer. pp.3l4, 335, 342. 

2. ^I.H. Khan, Hyderabad, 1958 , Selected Documents of Aurangaeb’s Reign. 

P.41; ^icolao Hanucci, Stori*-do-Hogor 165S-1712, tr. W. Irvine, Indian 
text Series, London, 19C7-8, vol. H, pp.422-3; iMtolfcl jlgfcflKlEEifll, 
1714 A.D., Peg. h 0 , 193, S.A.R .. dikaner. 

3. Kohan Singh, son of Ajab Singh, aanyabdar. wrote to Iftikhar Khan from 
■iai f ir ^asuda that a gang of thieves had looted and taken away a few cows 
and buffaloes, pursued tham and two of the thieves were killed. Iftikhar 
Khan ordered that their heads should be hung from a tree. In an another 
case the faigidar inflicted mutilation of part of the body as a punishment 
for thieves. tfsflai Ajmer, pp.21, 22 , 25-6 , 29 * 66 , 7^*6, 99 , 120 , 277 , 
507 - 8 . 
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The governor also watched the conduct of lagirdara . When peasant, 
'anal guzar or jaylrdar became rebellious, the fauidir had to take action 
against him. 

The governor had also some duties with regard to the land revenue 
administration. Iftikhar Khan appointed karoris and araiha in 23 villages, 
which were attached to the iagir of the deceased Maharaja Jaswant 3ingh.^ 

The X*uldir used to go himself to collect the revenue in his 
own lagir. Iftikhar Khan, the fa older of Ajmer, went to 3ujar, the village 
of Amarsar pargana, to collect the revenue from the peasants, he realised 
Rs.25,000/- but Rs. 12,000/- were still in arrears, tie then desired to go 
to pargana Chatsu, where he had sows villages as assignment and from where 
he would go to Ranthambor. Tahawwur Shan remained in parga na Chatsu from 

a 

Zit months for carrying out revenue assessment. 

The f'auidar collected the land revenue from tns samlndaT»g who 
would pay only under threat of force. 3uch »aminda>s ware called snrt«1»h. 


1» PP.84* 114, WHS. fesari Singh sent a letter to 

Iftildiar %an stating that %waja Faraaat from Jalor, had written 
to him that it was very difficult for him to perform the duty of 
f.auidar and amfn. So he further requested the appointment of a 
karori . Iftikhar Khan also appointed Abul Qasi/j,, 2*5b/20, snip and 
-lcarori of Jodhpur and As.lGOO/- were given to him as financial 
assistance. 


2. JSild., pp.51-2, To, 266, 4 <2, 414-5. 


Hanucci has written at one place that the people of India did not pay 

without being forced to do so.”* Muhammad Qfiyam Kantou, amln P wrote to 

Tahawur Khan that the village of Alanbhu had ■net- not been able to pay 

the revenue as it was infested with thugs nnd thieves. So Tahawwur Khan 

2 

went thew>» and setting fire to the entire village devastated it. 

Thorn 'a a niahar of Dara Shikoh addressed to Raja 

Bethal has, governor of Ajmer, requiring that R&ja Bethel Das should 
inquire why the peshkash from the samindarl of Jagmal had not been sent 
to the Imperial treasury the previous year, h© promised that next year 
the amount would be deposited in the Imperial treasury. Because the new 
year had been started, so he, according to promise, should give the 
remaining tribute to Shaikh huliaranad.^ 

The fauidar kept a vigilant- aye on the activities of amfna and 

L 

karoris . 


1. ttanucci, vol. II, pp.422-3; Bernier, pp.205* 23o-3l. Taj Muhamaad, karori 
of Kotal, informed Iftikhar khan that in parganaa Aaarsar, Kewasa and fcsli 
moat of the land was included in baibioi and complained that the samjndara 
did not pay the revenue. Iftikher Khan decided to go to parpane Amarsar 
which was in his iagjr to collect the revenue because realisation of reve¬ 
nue from Shekhawat Rajputs was difficult. Mjfl&iLAiaex* PP*57> 393, 398. 

2. DaJLfl.,, p.4o5. 

3. Asnaj-ua SanadifL collection of a an ad a by Maulana Syed Abdul Bari Maani, 

Ajwer, 1952, pp. 19 5“<-' . 

4. Wachl A.iaer . pp,5l“5. Iftimber Kaan paid a visit to village bobari, three 
milea away from Saisbhar. Iftikhar Khan wanted to go to Saobhar to inveati- 
gate the actions of arnin and karori. when Muhammad Arif came to know this, 
he told Iftikhar Khan that hie arrival would disturb the peace of the 
village. 
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daaucci has writ tan that people could net coaplaln against opp¬ 
ressive governors.'* u ut there are many references to peasants complaining 

2 

against oppressive governors at the Imperial court* 

The Laperor had given orders that the ra^T should not suffer. The 

C- 

required revenue was handed over to the sail, who should give a receipt to 
3 

the faujdar. uovemors of tu© provincej had to 3end a fijeed aiaount to the 
royal treasury. 


The faujdar? used to make arrangements for th° regular supply of 
food grains. When f&dshah 'iuir Khan wag the faujdar of Ajmer, Sujan Singh, 
fau.ldar and j aglrtiS r of payganaa -ejat arkL Jaitaran, came to welcome the 
royal any along with 40C aawara and an elephant. In the evening he encamped 
near Padsnah *ull %an's camp. Padshah hull Khan asked hjm to ensure the 
regular supply of fcod grains and said this task should be given priority 
over all others* ^ujaii ^ingh presented a tiahajan to Padshah Qulf Khan and 
suggested that the uahsjan be appointed as chaudhdrl cf xaaad (food supplies). 


1. hanucci, vol. H, pp.422-3; Vernier, pp.224~5, 23o3l; Tavnvder, r*39l. 


2. ALUfeugllJ Eaj&othaniKiangsar Budi 1, samvat, 1762, s.nc.248, 

Bikaner; Waaaf Ajmer. pp.217» 23o. Emperor had been very much 
displeased with Shaft JQian, paziltR c f Ajmer, &r*i had reduced his nanyb 
of !foO &( <.',rtix'p ar, he had misappreprinted about half of the revenue of the 
aret. Vakil RoooiC. p.63, £th April, 1693, S.Ko.4lG, old h 0 .433, S.A.R. . 
Bikaner. 

3 * Ajr. . vol. I, p.169. 
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Ho reworded him with a shawl. Extra-ordinary measures were taken by 
Padshah Quit Khan to ensure the regular supply of food and fodder. After 
some time he complained to Sujan Singh that he was not honest In dealing 
with the supply of grain.^ 

Tahawwur Khan was directed by the Emperor to take special measures 

2 

for guarding the prisoners who were in prison. 

The governors guarded the roads also. Padshah Quit Khan appointed 

Sardul Hathor to look after and keep a vigilant eye on the road leading 

from mama Khoda to Kherwa and 56 sawars and 44 soldiers at Ps. 9 /“ per day 

was sanctioned. The order bearing the seal and signature of Padshah Quli 

Khan was sent to the Divan so as to ensure the regular payment of emolument* 

3 

to the appointees. 

When any noble was retired and could not live without the help, 
the emperor used to give order to the governors to send him money. When 
Khawaja Khidmat Khan retired in 1690-91 A.D., Emperor Aurangseb gave order 
to the governors of every province to send Rs.2000/- to the Khan as s 

ii 

standing practice. 


1. Wiqti Ajnar, pp,9?o, 9?2-3, 997, 6o4-5. 

2 . *bid .. pp.398 -9. 


3. ibid., p. 600 . 


4. Ha 1 a air-1 A laagir i. pp.336-7; Selected Waqai of Deccan, p.47. Whan Safi 
Khan, aubadar of Ajmer, died, Binder Khan was ordered to look after the 
family and lagir of the deceased. .Vakil Report, 11th June, 1694 , 

S.A,_R .. Bikaner. 
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The governors could recommend persons for new posts within the 
aiiba. Iftikhar SQian recommended Shaikh Hamid for the post of darpgha . He 
also wrote to His Majesty that Hagaur was one of the ancient Muslim areas 
and these days it was lying In the hands of Hindus woo did not pay attention 
to the welfare of the Muslims. So the oazi of such a place should be an 
intelligent and qualified one.^ 

2 

The governor could give financial assistance too. 

It was the governor's duty to look after the maintenance of the 

Imoerlal buildings in his suba . Muhammad All Khan wrote to Iftikhar Khin 

that the Emperor had scheduled a visit to the Ajmer, and so he must plaster, 

repair and white-wash the Imperial palace. Iftikhar Khan acted accordingly. 

He deputed hie sort-in-law for the purpose. Iftikhar Khan spent Hs.5,CXX)/“ 

3 

over the repairs of the palace. 

In that period, women used to commit satf after the death of 
their huebande. Hater on, it was made a rule that no woman could commit 


1* Kraal i, PP.3o, 36, 77, 84-5, 401-2. 

2. Iftikhar Brian appointed Abul ^asim, 250/20, amfn and karort of Jodhpur. 
He was paid in cash and as such he did not have any amount, so Rb*K) 00/- 
vere given to him as a financial assistance. Padshah Quit %an gave 
14.2000/- to Man Singh as a loan and got a bond signed by him. WaoaV 
Aimu pp.112, 145-8, 149, 153-4, 514-5, 52&-9, 558. 

3. jbfcj., pp.TS-7, 79, 97. 
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aatl without the prior permission of the governor of the province in which 
she resided."' 

In the second half of Aurangseb*s reign, there was a change In 
the religious policy of Aurangseb and the policy of temple destruction 
started . 2 Iftikhar Khan, the fauddar of Ajmer in 1676-7? A.D., and 
Tafcawwor Khan, the faujdar of Ajmer in l6’^Hi50 A.D., were ordered to 
demoliA the temples and they were further directed not to permit the 
construction of the new temples and to eliminate all traces of idolatory 
within their jurisdiction.^ 

The Dharamshalaa and ^oshala of the Mahajans were declared as 
rest-houses and as such the P hareashelas and Poshals were not demolished.^ 

From the perueal of **aoal Ranthaabor wa Ajmer it appears that 
the faujdar of Ajmer enjoyed a peculiar position and was ordinarily vested 
with the powers of a provincial governor, he used to make taivfo (recommen- 
dation) for the appointments and promotions of the manaabdara . The faujdar 


1 , homier, p.3o6; Tavernier, II, p.21o; Muhammad Alaa, son of Mohamad 
Arif, aroln of narcana Didwlna saved a woman from todrning herself alive 
with her husband. #ary widows of Maharaja Jaswant Singh were prevented 
from performing the sail . *agal Aimer, pp.17, 75-6• 

2, Athar All, K., *The religious issue in the war of succession* (1658-9?), 
Me dieval I ndia Qu arterly, rol. V, 1963, p.85» 

3, iiaaaLitec, up.17-8, 179, 1ft), 192, 195 - 6 , 197 - 8 , 200 , 203, 209 -I 0 , 

229 , 251, 257, 264, 303, 474-5. 


4. *bid . f pp, 192-3, 220 , 
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of Ajmer appears to hare influenced to some extent the attitude of 
Aurangaeb towards the Bathors after the death of Maharaja Jaswant Singh# 
Iftikhar Khan, the fauldar of Ajmer, played a very important role in the 
negotiations between the Marshals on tho one hand and the Bathors on the 
other in 1679 A.D. When ^mperor Aurangaeb declared that the whole of 
Marwar was to be included into the Whalma . the Rathors ca»e to Iftikhar 
Shah for negotiations, he told them that they should accompany him to 
the covert for fulfilment of their demands, but on the other hand Iftikhar 
Khan also defended the imperial resumption of Jodhpur into the khalaa on 
the ground that according to the mles, watap could not be conferred 
upon either a woman or a servant#^ 


1. Waaai Aimer . pp.60-83, 117-6* for the study see also, 

Athar All, M. , 'Causes of the Rathor rebellion of 1679*, 

p rre9 aflUa solsL jniian.i&ataar. CgnaaM » Delhi, 1961 . 
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A 

Governors of Ajmer Upder..-41tfair 


Msl. 

R.I. 

Mama 

Man sab 

Group 

Sources 


1 

- 

- 

- 

- 


2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1. 

3 

Muhammad Qaaim 

Khan Nishapurl 

4000 

Irani 

A^S.,31,66; ^181*600; 
t.a.,383; M.u t ,m,5b-52 


4 

» j 

>t 

11 

11 


5 

i j 

tt 

tt 

11 

2. 

6 

Sharfuddin Husain 
Mirsa 

5000 

Turani 

AfiL.,11,156; .AJldj 181 ; 
2j[.,i,79-aoi 

232-8; i*u.,*8'; v.v..ii. 
1276. 


7 

tt 

J > 

11 

tt 


8 

11 

tt 

tt 

tt 


9 

mm 

- 

- 

mm 


10 

- 

- 

- 

- 


11 

mm 

- 

- 

- 


12 

- 

- 

- 

- 


13 

•m 

- 

mm 

- 


14 

- 

- 

- 

- 


15 

- 

- 

- 

- 


16 

_ 

«• 
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17 

— 

— 

— 

* 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

19 

- 

- 

- 

- 

20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

21 

•m 

- 

- 

- 

22 

Dastara Khan 

2000 

Turanl 

££., 111 , 210 ; £ia,l 8 l ,435-36; 

M.U..II. >5. 

23 

ii 

i t 

it 

it 

24 

ii 

it 

ii 

it 

25 

„(d) 

it 

it 

AJI. p m.326: Afzal Huaaln 
(Provincial Governor* under 
Akbar, IHC. Jabalpur, 1970, 
269 -/ 6 ) write* that he wa« 
the governor of Ajmer uptil 
1585. it is not correct 
because he died in 158C AD. 

26 

- 

- 

- 

«■» 

27 

- 

- 

- 

- 

28 

- 

- 

- 

- 

29 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3o 

- 

- 

- 

- 

31 

Jagannath, Kai 
Durga 

2500 

I5oo 

Rajput 

a 

M.,11,155, ni,5ii; t^, 
385,386; ££., 1 , 219 ; 

3oi; Ajjj, 181 , 182 ; *£., 11 , 
142-48. 

32 

a 

11 

a 

11 

33 

it 

11 

a 

it 

34 

it 

a 

it 

it 
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35. 

36. 

37 

38 

5. 39 Sheroya Khan 

40 

41 

6 . 42 Sultan Salim 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 - 


1000 - AjM.,m,655; ££.,388; i, 

232; lLU.,n,572-3; £ia,i83, 
5b6, Abul Fassl writes that he 
was the manaahdar of 900. 


10000 Prince £Ji., 11 , 219 , 111,763; £Jb,18o. 


49 
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£ 


Gonremort of Ajmer under Jahangir 




Hanaab Group 3 ft m s , 6 ,-1 


1 . 

18 

Muhammad Murad 

1000/500 

Turani 

laaafc, 370, 375; 

T,?. f »M*. 


19 

- 

- 

•m 

- 


20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 . 

21 

Mirsa Abdur Rahim 
Khan-i Ahanan 

6000/6000 

Irani 

iMsk, 106, 412, 417; 

see also, Irfan Habib 
•Ths Family of Hur 


Jahan during Jahangir's 
Reign - a Political 
Study’, Medieval Indlsr 

A liicellwar, i, 92 . 



c 

governors of Aimer under Shah 1 than 


3 .No. 

R.I. 

Name 

Man sab 

Group 

Source a 

1. 

1 

Mahabat Khan 

7000/7000 

Irani 

4ahori,I,293; Awal-l 

3 alih.j 11.448; H.P..III. 
385-409; Tirmi*i,l3,42-3 

2. 

2 

Mutiqad Khan 

4000/25b0 

Turani 

Tarittr 1 Alton w * Malawi 

l-Timuriva. MS., I5i; 
M.'J.,III^82. 


3 

»» 

11 


ii 

3. 

4 

Ifchlaa Khan 

2000/1003 

Indian 

Muslim 

Ldi*orr,I,372, 11,727; 
MJIa,i,l5l; 

4. 

c 

S 

Mtraa Mujsaffar 
Kirmanl 

3000/1CG?0 

Irani 

T.S.. »M»; At bar All, 
Provincial Governors 
under Shahjahan - An 
Analysis, IHC, Jabalpur, 
1970, 3C9. 

5. 

6. 

Raja Bethel 

Das 

3000/2000 

Rajput 

LahorI,I,476; K.U..H. 
250-56; 


7 


i > 

11 

it 


e 

»» 

* i 

ii 

a 


9 

ii 

it 

n 

it 


10 

it 

4ooo/3ooo 

» , 

ii 


ii 

t , 

ii 

n 

11 

6. 

n 

Shah All 

700/200 

Indian 

Muslim 

Laho ii,II,9,743. 


13 

n 

* i 

tl 

ii 


14 

11 

ii 

it 

ii 
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15. 

it 

if 

tt 

tt 


16 

1 t 

f f 

11 

11 


17 

t t 

f f 

1 1 

tt 


18 

>> 

f f 

St 

it 


19 

II 

ff 

it 

tt 


20 

11 

ti 

11 

1 1 


21 

II 

It 

tt 

11 


22 

>1 

ti 

It 

It 

7. 

ft 

Abu S«Id 

2000/800 

Irani 

^arif, 96 ; Amiri, lift. Ill 

460 ; M, 0 .,m, 5 l 3 -' 16 ;' 

T.U.. »A\ 


24 


11 

11 

II 


25 

i f 

it 

i f 

II 

8. 

26 

Shah All 

t > 

Indian 

Muslin 

Waris, 96 , 208 . 

9. 

27 

PrithYi Singh 
Hafchor 

2000/2000 

Rajput 

LahorI,II,726; Warls,279“8t 
Munshl Muhammad Kasim ( Alai 
«gfcaiBftf917) writes that 
he was the p^r^hdy» of 

2000 / 1000 . 

10 . 

28 

Bahadur Kambu 

500/400 

Indim 

Muslin 

LahorI,I,322, 11,747; 


29 

ii 

it 

9 9 

11 


30 

11 

it 

99 

tt 

11 . 

31 

Ulr Jafar 
Astrabadl 

2000/1000 

Irani 

War! s,332; Affijl-j Sallft, 
HI, 24 7, 458. 


32 

> i 

it 

it 

it 
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3»Mo . R.I . Same 

1. 1 Tarblyat Khan 

Sirlaa 


Msnaafe. JCBMB S q u r c e a 
AOCOAOOO Turanf ilaagiroaaa . 110-311: 335-6; 


Marhamat Khan 2000/900 


1,972; TO «M», 


Abid Khan 


4000/15D0 Turanl J&sa£lxn§M,,1056; Tarikh-1 

Aurangaeb J05b; M.U..llf. 
120-3; IsU., »A». 


4. 12 Izzat Khan 


300C/2000 Indian Akbbarat. Ramzan, 12 R.X., 

Muali* 15 R.T« 


17 

18 
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5. 

19 

Darab Khan 

3ooo 

Irani 

ft lc]\W V> cvA~ ! K'N 

6 . 


Ananat Khan 

- 

- 

1 

7. 


Salyid Ahmad Khan 
Khatlb 

1000/600 


Jm&sn&i 19 so 

iltA.,15>1; Alamglrnama. 
964; laH., »A«. 


20 

tt 

11 


it 

8. 

20 

Saiyid Hamid Khan 

3ooo/i5oo 

TuranI 

*£-t 158; TayjJsfe-l Salal jjr 
l-chagfata.58-9; Pi.ui. 
597-8; T,u t . «h». 

9- 

21 

Iftikhar Qian 

3003^1200 

Irani 

W.A..n6-l8: M.A..165: 
Aiamginijuta^Bao; M*.*!*; 
Shahnawaz Qian (H.U. .1.252- 
55 ) writes that he was the 
manaabdar of 2000/1000. 


22 

it 

tt 

it 

11 

10 . 


Padshah Qull Khan, 
Tahawwur Khan 

4000 

SI 

w. a.. 167-8: Ma£*,173; 

ILEa, 1 , 447-53. 


23 

tt 

tt 

11 

it 

11 . 

24 

Inayat Khan 

1000/100 

It 

M.A f ,206,2l3; iiaUa,n,8i3-i 
VjjV.,11,01; fewal Ram (TO, 
*1') writes that he was th« 

JBanaabiiar of 900 . 


25 

tt 

tt 

It 

a 


26 

tt (d) 

1 1 

It 

m*a.,223; mjj.,11,813-18; 
T.U.. il*. 


27 

- 

- 

- 

- 


28 

- 

- 

- 

- 


*3 

- 

- 

- 

- 


30 

- 

- 

- 

- 

12 . 

31 

Shujaat Khan 

5b00/4000 Irani 

Akhbarat. 32 R.I.: Mirat-i 
jjasfll, 1,312^13-17; 

M a £*iH,7D6-o8. 



13. 

32. 

Safi Khan 

35O0/2000 

Irani 

V.R.. old no.708. 


33 

»t 

ft 

tt 

tt 


34 

tt 

11 

1 1 

11 


35 

tt 

11 

1 1 

11 


36 

11 

11 

tt 

tt 


37 

11 

11 

tt 

tt 


38 

tt (d) 

tt 

t * 

it Akhbarat , 38 R.I. 

14. 

38 

Hujahid Khan 
Saiyid ha aid 

3ooo/i5bo 

TuranI 

M.U..III.937-8: T.U..»h», 

15. 

39 

Tarbiyat Khan 

Mir Khalil 

2000/1200 

Irani 

MaA.,38; 2L1 Ll,i,498-503. 

16. 


Mujahid Khan 
Saiyid Hamid 

3ooo/i 5bo 

Turani 

?> '1 P' \j 

17. 

40 

Abdullah Khan 
Sarfia 

2500 

Indian 

Muslim 

Akhbarat. 40 R.I.. 43 R.I. 
TX *A». 


41 

i» 

11 

1 9 

it 


42 

tt 

tt 

9 9 

11 


43 

>t 

11 

9 9 

tt 


44 

»t 

11 

9 9 

11 


45 

11 

f r 

9 9 

11 


46 

tt (d) 

tt 

9 9 

tt (JklsU) 

18. 


Hasan "AH Khan 
Barha 

2000/1000 

9 9 

Akhbarat. 48 R.X.j 





19. 47 Prince &ara 40000/40000 J&MSXSLt 48 *•*.; 

MiT., 473. 


48 

> i 






Sar Andaz Khan 

2000/1000 

Af^ian 

M.A.. 

470, 473 


Panni (Deputy) 





20. 49 

Zabardast Khan 

4000/3000 

Irani 

H.A.. 

497; 

Muhammad Khalil 



T.U.. 

•z>. 

50 

i » 

* 1 

a 


it 


51 



- 45 ” 


Chapter III 

the pi*** mi bakhshi 


Divan 


The dlwan was the head of the financial department In the auba . 
He was appointed directly from the Imperial court and was in no way subor¬ 
dinate to the Governor* In 158D, when Akbar divided hia Empire into twelve 
subas. a dlwan was also appointed in each auba along aide the other offi¬ 
cials.^ In 1506» when Akbar sent two governors in each auba . a dlwan waa 
also attached with them. Mujahid was assigned the charge of diwarf of the 

p 

suba of Ajmer. It seems that in 159&> the provincial divans were made 
subordinates to the Imperial Dlwan. Akbar issued an order that all the 

provincial dlwana should submit reports of their work through the Imperial 

3 

Dlwan. Khvaja Shamsuddln. 

sometimes 

However,/the fauidar of Ajmer also held the charge of the Plwahi 
of the province. In 1678, Iftikhar &han was the faujdar of Ajmer; and 
in addition he was also dlwan of the auba .^~ Further, it appears that aome- 


1. A*M*. vol. HI, p.282* 

2. Ibid ., p.511. 

3. Ibid .. p.6ft). At this tins Bhhrati Chand was appointed as dlwan of 
the yiiba of Ajmer. 

4* w mil Ajfflpr* P.167. 
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times even a fauidar of a sarkar was appointed the divan of tha chakla. 

For Instance, Tahir Khan, tha fauidir of Jodhpur was given tha charge of 
Dlwanl and Amini of the ehakla Jodhpur as well. 1 

The diwan had numerous functions; and, therefore, he was one of 
the powerful officers of the suba. He supervised the khalifa administration 
in his suba. appointed the karorls and amlna in %aliaa land. In 
1678-/9, Nuram Air, diwan of the suba of Ajmer, appointed Ashiq Muhammad 

as amlh and karori in place of Sharfuddlto in sarkar of Hanthambor.® Again, 

£ 

fcuram All, diwan f sent karori and amin in nargana Mandal which was taken 

3 

from Man Singh and was included in the khaliaa . 

The Diwan was supposed to prevent the oppression of the peasants 
by the Jagjjdara .^ He also used to inform the couit about maladministration 
and the Illegal collection of cesses in any of the Ja rirs .** It was necessary 


1* Haail Aimer f p. 171; Of. Grover, B.R., 'Diwan-1 Sarkar in the Hu#»al 
Administration*, jadliD Historical RepprAl CwmifSifflP* vol. IAXVII, 
part II, Poona, 1962, pp.65-6, wherein, he points out that a diwan was 
appointed In sarkar BaglSna of ftiba of Khandesh in l66l and also in 
sarkar 3uret of suba of Gujarat in Shshjahan’s reign. 

2. Wjftil.Ajmr.* p.179. 

3. Ibid. . pp.228-9, 191* 192# 232. 

4. Ibid ., pp.218-9. 

5. YfilsZ l vol. II, p.15* Argdaeht. S.N 0 .6l, old N 0 .483, S.A Jt ..Bikaner 

when the Maharaja of Amber confiscated the property of Tej Si, the latter 
complained to the Imperial court. The Emperor ordered the diva n of the sub 
to make enquiries about Tejsi’s case. Vakil Report. 3lst May 17tJ3, SJto. 
658, old Mo.1075, SAR. Bikaner. The dlwin of the euba of Ajmer complained 
to the Imperial court that the routasaddia o f the $«ja of Aniber were charg¬ 
ing some custom duty in Amber. Vakil Report f 1st April 1695 , S.Ho.588* old 
Ko.874, SAR. Bikaner. When a certain official, Muhammad Khan had unjustly 
obtained a bond for Hs.9000/” from Jim Muhammad of Malpura, the latter 
complained to the diwan of the suba. 
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for an assignee of the iaqrlr to show the oarwana of dlwan before occupying 
the iaglr. ? 

The diwan was expected to help the assignees to control their 
2 - 

,1agfr . Moreover, the diwan had the power to assign a , iaglr up to 99*000 

dams, while higher assignments were within the powers of the Emperor. This 

Sawal 

is shown by the fact that Prakshit Rai, vakil of/J&i Singh, suggested that 
because the dlwafl was not authorised to assign a iaglr exceeding 99.000 dams. 
it would be better if the iaglr for Bijay Singh amounting to lUD.oOQ dams 

3 

be assigned by the dlwan in two instalments. 

Along with this, the dlwan* s duty was to keep a vigilant eye over 
the assignees. If the assignee failed to render his service in lieu of 
assignment, the dlwan could take proper action against the iayirdar .^ It 
appears that the dlwan was expected to look after the interests of the 
merchants and the traders of the subs . When some rebellious elements 


1. MflaALAjrwr, pp.177, 187; Vakil Report , 5th March 16%, SJN 0 .53l> 
old No.933, SAR f Bikaner. 

2* *arman. 15th Oct. 1600, old No.10, Hew No.11, 3AR. Bikaner; Akhbarat 
(RAS), 19 Ramsan, 48 R.f.; Vlr Vlnod. II, p.749* 

3. Vam Retort. l3th Oct. 17o6, 3JS 0 .849, old No.1287, SAR, Bikaner; 
Dlyahat %an, dlwan of the Deccan could assign j agfrs of up to 99,000 
dams under his own signature, Shahnawa? Khan, Ma*aqj.r-al Umar*', ed. 
Aghraf All, Asiatic Society of Bengal, Calcutta, l£90, vol. I, p,473. 

4. pp.84“5. 
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ha rassed the mahajans and traders in J a it arm and Ajmer, all the mahajans 

and merchants approached the dfwah Nurara Alf. The divan thereupon took 

steps to quell the disturbance. The divan of Ajmer was allowed to hare 

2 

fifty sawars b esides his mansab to inclement his orders, 

3 

The Divan wa3 also to keep strict watch over the treasury, and 
see that nobody withdrew money without proper authorization (narwana ).^ 

The jasla f poll-tax) money was also collected through the divan of the suba 
of Ajmer. 


1. Waqii L A3mE> pp.334-5. 


2. fbld , f p.171. The subadar of Gujarat was also allowed to hsre 
fifty horsemen as a personal contingent besides his mansab . 
Saran, p.189. 

3. Wsqai Aimer , p.266. 


4. Ibid , f PP«206~9> Rs.2,620/- were sanctioned for the repair 
of wheel ( }/ >.. ) in the Dargah of Ahvaja Mufir^sd din 

Chishtl and for the tank in fort B itli, but the parwaha of 
the Imperial diwan regarding the money did not reach as yet 
to the divan of the suba of Ajmer. As soon as the Darwins 
would reach, the work would start. 


5. Aj jft eg, pp.3o5, 3o6; is ail^SESia, €t h May 1694 , 

Ke*% No.5b2, SAR . likaner; Aurangzeb asked Rana Jai Singh 
to deposit money regarding the iaaia In the treasury. 

See farmm. 18th July 1690, reproduced in Vfr Vinod. II, 

pp.671 “2. 
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Bikfeahl 

Like other officials, a bakhahi was alao appointed in every auba 

in 1580. 1 In 1586, Sultan Qulirwas sent to Ajmer as the bakhahi of the 

province. In February 15*92, when Akbar divided the khaliaa land into four 

portions and put under the charge different officials, the auba of Ajmer 

along with the subas of Gujarat and Malwa, was given in the charg9 cf 

3 

Khwaja Nisa^ud-din Ahmad, bakhAl . However, the provincial bakhahi was 
appointed by the Fmperor on the recommendation of the bakhahi*- 1 1-mamallk. ^ 

It seems that more than one bakhahi were appointed in the suba 

by the Emperor. In September 1680, Khidmat Guzar Khan was appointed as 

- _■> t _ c" 

the bakhshj and waaai nlwar of Chit tor. Qhula* Nabf was also appointed 
the bakhahi and waoai navis of Mandalgarh in l68o.^ 

Usually, the offices of the hakhahi and waaai c navis were combined; 
and the bakhahi was expected to discharge the duties of waaainavia and 


1. A.H. . vol. Ill, p,282. 

2. Ibid . . p.511* 

3. Ibid .. p.6o5. 

4# Ain, vol. I, tr. p.2??* 

Ma'a air-l Alamgiri. p. 194 . 
Waqal Ajmer. p.527. 


5. 

6 , 
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.vagal nigar. 


In 1654 , Muhammad Abid was appointed the bakhahl as well as 

0 j t 

of the suba of Ajmer. The author of the Waaal of suba Ajmer 

3 


was himself Bakhahl as well as Waqal Havls / 


The main functions of the provincial bakhahis were to recruit the 

4 

soldiers, the maintenance of troops and enforcing the branding regulations. 
Padshah <Juli Khan. fauidSr of the suba of Ajmer, received the hukm of 
b akhahl- 'l-mulk that it was bakhsh^ s foremost duty to see to the branding 

of the horses and tashlha . He was expected to inspect the hcrses etc. 

6 

belonging to the anqy once a week. 


1. w ?qal Ajmex. pp.519, 527, 644-5, 671-2. 

2 . Muhammad Waris, Padshahnam a. Br. M # Add. 6556, Or. Transcript 
in the Department of History, Aligarh, p.280. In 1656, Jamshed 
was sent to Ajmer as bakhsh 1 and waqal" navis . Waris, pp.324~5; 
h.D. Siddiqi (The Intelligence Services under the i-iughals. 
Medieval India - A Miscellany . Aligarh, 1972, vol. II, pp.53-6o) 
points out that first time, Jahangir introduced the practice of 
appointing waqaj c navis ir each province and that this post was 
then conferred on the bakhahl of a suba . 

3. ^aq a j .AjpBx, pp. 8 , 97 , 211 , 212 , 513-4. 

4. A fa mar was Issued to Iftikhafr &ian, directing him to employ 
1000 sawlra at Rs.15/- per month per sawar and 1000 artillerymen 
at the rata of Rs.4/“ per month per header consultation with 
Saiyid Abdullah, bagrghj; and waflfli,nayla. Waqal" Aimer, pp. 95 - 6 , 
127, 480, 40>4. 

5. Hagai' Ajmer , pp.4C3-4, 408, 480, 497-8, 691 - 2 . 

6 . Ibid ., p. 127 . 
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It was necessary for the man^abdars to take leave from the 

bal&ahl . 1 

Further, the bakhahi used to hold the charge of superintending 

2 

the Imperial buildings In the suba . 

i 

he used to send his agents to every part of the suba Including 

.* 

3 

places under the autonomous rulers (e.g. to Amber, Sambhar). The 
rulers themselves wanted to maintain amiable relations with the bakhshia . 

The bakhahi was allowed to maintain 15 sawars besides his man sab . 

he used to maintain 10 sawar s for the purpose of his office as bakhahl a nd 

waaainavi s. and five sawars for superintending the imperial buildings of 

5 

the suba . 


1. In 170/+, Sawai Jai Sindh’s vakil reported the Raja that a 
certain Bha^want Singh ana "ubammad Kayabat were absent from 
their duty. They nor sent a report duly signed by the bakhahi 
and waqa’i nigar that they had been attending the duty regularly. 
Vakil Report . 5th November, l6o4, S.No.75l, old No.1l68, 

BAR . Bikaner. 

2. JjflfljillAjaBy, p.97, 

3. ikid., pp. 513-4. 

4. In July 1691 , when Inayatullah Khan was appointed the bakhahi 
and waqa'lhig ar of the suba of Ajmer, Sawai Jai Singh’s vakil 
asked the Raja to win the favour of the Khan who was annoyed 
with the Raja. Vakil Report , vol. I, p.40, 6 th July 1691 , 

SAR, Bikaner, S.No.256, old No.772, 

5. Wanai c Aimer , pp.513-4. 




During the Rathor rebellion, the bakhahT was asked to help 
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Tahavwur Khan, the fauidar of Ajmer in l 6 ?^- 80 , with assigning the 2000 
savjarg. 1 


On the other hand, sometimes, in the absence of the bakhahl 

or incapacity of the bafrhsh i, tlie shbadar of the province U3ed to 

discharge his functions also. Abdur Rahim, the bakhsht and waoainavis 

of the guba was incapable, hence agents of Tahawur Khan, faujd^r of the 

2 

puba of Ajmer, performed his duties. 


1« Haqfli' .Ajjacx, P.211. 


2. Ibid ., pp.671-2 
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Chapter IV 

LOCAL HBVjjjMUE OFFICIALS 


The assignee was entitled to assess and collect the revenues 
according to the imperial rules and regulations. These rules and regula¬ 
tions were framed for khalisa as well as for lagira during Akbar’ 3 reign. 

Due to transfer system, the assignee had to manage a new assign¬ 
ment after every short interval, But neither lagirdars nor his officials 
were familiar with local customs as well as the revenue paying capacity 
of the peasants. The short tenure of the assignee could not make possible 
to train his officials for the purpose of assessment and collection of 
the revenue. 

To overcome these problems there seems to be three types of 
officials for the administration of lagtra. First, the assignee had 
his cam officials and agents, whether the assignee was khalisa or jAyirdar. 
Secondly, there were the permanent local officials free from the transfers 
of assignee. Finally, we find the imperial officials who helped the 
assignee to assess and collect the revenues, 

KaroriT 

The office of the karorif was created by Akbar in 1 57k-75? In 


1, AJU, vol. Ill, p.117; Tabaqat-i Akbarf . vol. II, pp.300-30l. 
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1574, It ftrerf was sent in Bikaner. 1 Similarly, a karori was appointed in 

3 

Sambhar. 

The main function of the lrarwvi was to collect the land-revenue 

and to deposit it in the treasury, in'spite of keeping the collection in 
4 

his own charge. 

During Shahjahan’ s reign his divan Islam Khan transferred the 

5 

work of assessment from the karorl to ^mln . But sometimes the offices 

of amln. karori and faujdar were assigned to one person. Saduilah was 

at once the i«mH. amln and fauldar of Merta.^ Abul Qasim was appointed 

7 

amln and karorl of Jodhpur. 

There were more chances of dishonesty if the karori held more 
than one office. When Saduilah was suspected of embezzling large sums 
of money, Tahawwur Khan, the fauldar of the suba of Ajmer remarked that 


1 . DalcalJilaa, p-33. 

2. NainaiLrg. jft y ii., I > p.3o6. 

3 . jlnaaiAlmr, pp. 84 , 240, 402. 

4. Muhammad Baqar, baraaad navis . told Iftikhar Khan that Islam Muhammad 
karorl . had not deposited the amount in the treasury but had kept it 
in his own charge. Waqjfr Ajmer. pp.38, 44^5; Shatut~i AM tan-in 
(Rajasthani), Chait Budi 3, sannrat 1751, SAR. Bikaner, Reg. Bo.211. 

5* Jlyjq, f.??b, cited in 'Die Agrarian System of Mughal India. 

P.27&. 

6 . Wnflaj 1, Ajmer, P.311. 

7. Ibid .. pp.l63, 246-7. 
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this wi possible when three offices were assigned to the same person* 

Similarly, Jamal Muhammad, the karorT of bahnfi, enjoyed the powers of tmin 

Abul Qasim owing to the latter's incompetence. As a result Islfia Muhammad 

2 

embodied a large sum of money. 

however, the dishonest officials were penalised. When Muhammad 
Baqar, fraranad-navla (auditor), carried out an enquiry against Islam 
Muhammad, karori f he asked the guhadar to discharge Islam Muhammad, karorl . 

3 

and Abul Qasim, amln. from their obligations. 

There is another report showing how the karorT could misuse the 

land-revenue collection for his personal Interest. Muhammad Islam, karorl. 

and Abul Qasim, amin. colluded with the fotadar (treasurer) and gave the 

4 

land-revenue collection to the mahaian s for earning the interest# 

The karorl was appointed by the divan of the subft. Nuram Alf, 
diwah of the suba of Ajmer, appointed Aahiq Muhammad as amin and karorl of 

5 

sarkar Ranthambor. 


1* Waqal-Aiger . p.311; see also The Agrarian System of Mughal India. 
p.277 n 17. 

3. Ibid ., pp.38-*?, 44-5* 


4. Ibid .. p.27; see also, Irfan habib, 'Usury in Medieval India', 

Comparative Studie s in Society and History , vol. VI, No.4, July 1964 , 
p.413. 


5. Waaai‘ A.imer, pp.84, 145-6, 163, 192 . 




- 56 - 


The used to appoint his aavara and jrtyadfla for keeping 

1 

watch over the cultivators to avoid discrepancy in the assessment. 

When the karorf found himself Incapable to collect the revenue 
from the powerful aanrChdars. he used to ask for help from the jubadar or 
XA&idar. 2 

The karorf was also expected to look after the interests of the 
peasantry ( rlavg ) so that they could not be harassed by refractory 
elements. When in nargana Jaitaran, the peasants were harassed by some 
Rajputs* the j&*urifr.uri and gjauagP *=^d the authorities to send a JtarorjL 

and amin to the p ary ana, so that the appression of the riava 'might be 

3 

checked. 


Amin 

Amin was the next important revenue official. He appeared as the 

head of the survey party sent by the to. rorl to carry out measurement for 

4 

purposes of assessment. During Shahjahan’s reign his dlwah . Islam Khan, 


-'.i 


1 . “aaiOjnsx, p. 58 . 

2 . Muhammad Qayam Kanfcu, amih . and Islam Muhammad, karorf r informed 
Tahawwrr Khan that 3 lac dams were due on Debi Via, zamTndar. 
Tahawwur Khan summoned Debi Das and asked him to pay up the arrears. 
K«.ial.A.lMfir, PP.71, 391 - 2 , 393 , -408, 422. 

3. Waaai Aimer r pp.265^6, 386, 463-4. 


4 . A«K.. HI, p .383 
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sent an amih in every mahal and transferred the work of assessment to the 
amin from the karorl . 

The amih ’s main function was to assess the revenue. Tahawwur 
Khan, governor of Ajmer suba . deputed Muhammad Qayam, amih of aarkar 

2 

Ranthambor and Islam Muhammad, karorl . for the assessment of revenue. 

Sometimes the offices of amin. karorl and fauidar were assigned 

_ _ 3 

to one person. Sadullah was amih . karorl and fau.idar of nargana Merta. 

Amin was appointed by the diwan . Iftikhar Khan, governor and dlwan of the 
guba of Ajmer, appointed karoris and amins in 23 villages, which were 
attached to the iagfr of deceased Maharaja Jaswant Sin^i.^ 

The amins were expected to look after the Interests of the -rcVty u 

K 

so that they could not be harassed by refractory elements. 


1. .tolasat-up Sjyaq, f.7?b, cited in The Agrarian System of M ug hal India , 
p. 275. 

2. jtfaflal AJaer, p.402. 

3. Ibid .. pp.207-8, 231, 246 ; WulT Beg was the fauidar and amin of Jodhpur, 
Akhbarat (RA3) 47 R.Y. 

4. Waqai Ajmer , pp.84, 114; Iftildiar Khan appointed Abul Qasim, manyibdSr 
of 25b/20 as amih and karorl of Jodhpur and Rs.lOOO/- were given to him 
as financial assistance. Waaai* Ajmer. 19, 39-40, 74, 112, 145-6# 149; 
IfiLUnsd, 11 # p.828. 

5. Waqaj' Ajmer , pp. 265-6, 386, 463-4; The salt merchants and ban.iaras reporte 

to Muhammad Arif, amin o f Sambhar about the exaction of rahdari by the 
zemindars of village Sarwar of nargana Mozabad. Waqa'i Aimer. The 

.lagirdars complained to the amih about the non-cooperation of the zamlndar 
Waga'l Aimer. p.6l. 



- 58- 


The amih was responsible jointly with the karori and feuMar for 

the safe convoy of the money. Sadullah, amih and karori of para&na Herta 

sent an amount of Rs. 60 , 000 /- (mahsul of pargana Merta) to Ajmer. When 

the amih and frarorf found themselves incapable to collect the revenue, they 

2 

used to ask for help from the subadar or fauidar of the suba. 

The amtns entered into collusion with th* karoris and by making 

fictitious accounts, share the embezzled amount among themselves. It was 

reported that Abul Qasim, amih. and Muhammad Islam, kanorf had prepared 

3 

the forged papers and embezzled the iaaa o f the mahal . Bakhshi could ask 
the amih to show the accounts.^ - Fauidar of the suba kept a vigilant eye on 
the activities of amin and karori. he also used to recommend their 
promotions.^ 

The could complain against these revenue officials. A 


1 . Rahman Quli, amih and karori of Parana B a wal sent. Rs.40,000/- and 
deposited it in the treasury. Waqai‘ A.imer f p.246. 

2 . Muhammad Qayam Kambu, amih . wrote to Tahawwur Khan that the village of 
Alanbhu had not been able to pay the revenue as it was infested with the 
thugs and thieves. So Tahawwur Khan devastated it. Waoai Aimer . p.405» 

3. W'aqai Ajmer. p.?7; Minammad Akrara, qazi of Msrta, complained that Sadullah, 
itmih and karori . was not working according to the shariat . Waqai* Aimer , 
pp.207-8, 231. 

4. pp.375-6. 

5. r bid., pp.54-5. 

6. Tahawwur Khan, governor of suba Ajmer, recommended for the promotion of 
Muhammad Qayam ' Kambu, amih. Waged Aimer , pp.40T-2. 
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coraplaint was made against Sekfca, 'amll of pargana M alpura. He was removed 
and Amir Khan was sent there,^ 

Qanungo 

Wammgo was the local revenue official of the paraana . ft was an 

2 - — 

hereditary post. In the absence of the cianiingo. his nearest kinsmen die- 

3 

chafed his duties, 

The qammgo kept a recoil of production, revenue-rates, area- 
statistics, extent and practices and customs of the parganas , In 1678-79 
there was no aanuneo in Jodhpur so that he could collect the account of 
the oargana. could know the revenue of the last year and investigate other 
rules and regulations, 3o Tahir %an, fauidar of Jodhpur, asked Ram Bhati 
to hand him over all the papers regarding the khallsa land in all the 
villages, together with the information about the amount of the revenue from 
the Kharif crop of the previous year in it. He also told him to give the 

information about the villages which were included in the pattas of the 

* * 

Rajputs in lieu of their services, so that the fauldar could know how much 


1* pp.218-9. 

2, The. texai'i&L - 3 £gt m SiL ^. U ShaJLiJVdi. a u P.287; Thoughts on Agrarian Relations 
jp-ftjAgfcgJl f'ndj.3, p.32. 

3. When Gangaram, qamihgo of Ajmer,was summoned to the court, Tahawwur Khan, 
fau-idar of the ?\i>a of Ajmer, wrote that in the absence of Gangaram, his 
brothers would discharge the functions of the oanunpo. Waqai Aimer, 

pp, 241-2, 5b2, 
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revenue from a village was given in oatta. and could 0011*501 the revenue 
on that basis. ^ 

Whenever, a iagir was granted to a noble, an imperial order was 
also sent to the oanungrs requiring them to answer for all the necessary- 
dues and other dlwani obligations to the iaglrdars .^ 

It was also his duty to i’"nort to the governor of the suba 
about the illegal exaction in h-‘ 3 jurisdiction. 

The qanungo also keot the account of the income from the reli¬ 
gious places. The bakhshl of the suba of Ajmer asked the qanuneo of Pushkar 
regarding the income, collected from the Hindus who took bath in the 
holy tank,** 


1 . 



PP.163, 171. 


2 . As iaerir of dang 8,104,700 from pargana Nagaur and other places, was 
conferred upon Rao Surat Singh in place of Baja A mar Singh, orders were 
given to the qanungQ 3 etc. that they should answer for all the necessary 
dues and other diwanr obligations to his agents according to the regu¬ 
lations, Farma n of Jahangir, 12 th Decenfcer I 606 , old Mo.18, Mew Mo.17, 
SAR f Bikaner. Of. Shaist-a Khan's latter to All Ahmad, faujdar, reproduced 
in y& v inad, n, p.75i; jyn&fcus. IsnMSA, p.11. 

3. Waqai Aimer , pp.38, 2c6. The chaudhuris and gammers of pargana Sanchor 
reported to Ift.ildiar Khan that the samt hdars had looted the grain and 
had been destroying the village, as the trails and thanadara of the late 
Maharaja Jaswant Singh left the par gana. WaqaV Aimer, pp.105“6. 

4. Waa^l Aimej, pp.4o-41. 
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Whenever, there was some mismanagement, regarding the revenues, 
the ci’arvungo was expected to help the officials in conducting enquiry against 
the concerned person#^ 

Being a hereditary post-, the oanunco was supposed to look after 

the rights of the peasants. Thus he was also expected to maintain good 

2 

administration in his territoiy. 

It g ens that the ear -rr, pn tad an epv on the activities of the 
mangabdars of hio jurisdiction and he was expected to inform the governor 
of the auba of Ajmer about the ;aansnh<lar*e activities.' 5 

The assi&iee's agents, being generally unfamiliar with the 

locality, usually depended heavily on the information sup-lied to them by 

the gamin no. Qanunpoa generally entered into collusicn with the ‘amila . 

They used to recoranend heavy reductions in the assessments levied upon the 

4 

zamindars . for they often acted in collusicn with them. 


1. iLmlitec* p* 1c » 

2. Jo id .« FF-105-6, 125-6. wanuh-pos and chaudhuris of pargsna Jaftaran 

told Pilawar Khan that the inhabitants of the rargana had fled due to 
the corruption of the Rajputs. If amfn and karorT are sent to this 
nartrana . t.he piece would be inhabited (populous) again. Concession 
An J&SSifJLajSl should also b* given. A.-jmer. p.386. 

3. aripa Pam, can tin go of Ajraer, informed Tabawwur Khan that Tej bingh 
had reurned from Deccan. Waqal' Ajmer; . pp.408“9* 

4. iiaqaV^jmer, PP.108, 218; see also the Agrarian System of Mughal India. 
PP.290-91. 
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However, it appears that for any fault, the aanungo was respon¬ 
sible to the Imperial court.^ 

The oawmyoa used to be paid an allowance out of the revenue 
amounting to one per'cent of the revenue, but Akbar fixed their salaries. 

Chaudhuri 

Chaudhuri was also the local revenue official of the oargana 
as aanungo. He used to be a zamfndar. It was a hereditary post, but 
emperor could remove him. His main faiction was collecting the land- 
revenue. 


Whenever, a iaglr was granted to a noble, an imperial order was 
also sent to the chaudhuri.s and aanungoa requiring them to answer for all 

3 

the necessary dues and other dfwani obligations to iarirdars . Revenue was 
generally collected by the chaudhuri from the muaaddams and the zaraindars. and 
was passed on to the amll . 

ChandhnrT was expected to check the illegal transactions of the 


1. Qangaram, aanungo of Ajmer, was summoned to court due to the complaints 
against him, *aqaj Aimer. pp.l66, 218, 241-2, 5b8* 

2 . Akbar fixed the pay for the three classes of the aanunyos to Rs.5fc>, 
Rs,30 and Rs,20 p^r month respectively. Ain . I, p,3oO. 

3. larman of Jahangir, 12th December l6o6, old Ho. 18, Hew ho.17, 

JAR, Bikaner; y lr y inasi) vol. II, p.751; Asnad-us Sanidlfl . p.11. 




- 63 - 


coinmodit.ies from one place to another. Tahawwur Khan, i^overtior of Ajmer 
auba. received an order from the imperial court that the traders and 
mahaianw of Chittor and Rantharribor were supplying grain, opium end other 
food articles to Rana via Kosithal. He a3ked Hamath Kachwaha, thanadar 
and jagirdar of oargana Man dal and Chaudhuris of the town to forbid the 
maha j&na .^ 


it uas al^o his duty to report to the governor of the suba 

2 

about the illegal exactions his jurisdiction# 

3 

He was expected to look after the rights of the peasants, he 

was also used as a countercheck to the aanungo. It is probable that he 

held revenue free ( in*am ) lands. Moreover, then he stood surety for the 

other zamindara f he is said to have generally taken a commission of 5 ^ 

4 

of the revenue from them. 


1. *jagjJL A -1mer. p,540. 

2. Ibid .. 38, 105-6, 206 . 

3. ^anungos and chaudhurfs of oargana Jaitaran told Dilawar Khan 
that the inhabitants of the pargana had fled due to the 
corruption of the Rajputs. If amlh and karori are sent to 
this place, it would be inhabited ag8in. Concession in 
Ijfcarif faql should also be given, daqaj Ajmer, p.386, 

4. The Agraria n Sys tem of Mughal India, p.294. 
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Shiqadar 

Under Shershah, each c ardans used to have a shlqqdar . who had 
the charge of revenue collection as well as of maintaining law and order. 

During Akbar’s lat^r period hr germs to be a subordinate under the karori .^ 

Th« principal agent employed by the lasirdar wa3 known as 
jjhi qq dajr. Pat eh Chand was the shlqq dar of Iftlkhar Sbaui, fauldar of 

p 

A1m°r suba . who had Chatsu In his iadr . ~ 

In case of an emergency, the karkun and the shlqqdar could give 

the necessary sanction far disbursement which was to be duly reported 

3 

to the court* The shlqqdar was probably often saddled with the work of 

t 

the amir and of the treasurer.** h® was also responsible for the theft 

occurred in his jurisdiction. Iftilchar Khan called Fateh Chand, shlqqdar 

of Chatsu along with muqaddams when a theft occurred in mauza Chandlai 

5 

Of R®rg?n« Chatsu. 


1. f arman ~ Akbar, .ho. 1 , Did h 0 . 2 , dAR, Bikaner; Asm ad. p.3. 

2. PP.42 , 67, 377-6; Jaglrdar could dismiss the 
■Skiflaa&E, WaqaV Ajm er. pp.109-10. 

3. lia, I, p.201. 

4. The, Agrarian System of ^uahal India, p.284* 

5. isaaLAjigsr, pp,65-6, 67, 109 - 10 . 




The assignee was free tc appoint oi remove hie owr official 
but he might still be directed to change his men under the threat of a 
resumption or fcranafar of his iagir .^ 


1. haqaj A^mer . p. 219 . 
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Chapter V 

JUDIU-Ui. iiiUjL^ 1ST toTlliji 


*or the good judicial administration, a number of officials were 
appointed in each province, such as qazf. kotwal. 3adr . muhtasib. mir adl 
etc. The% used to enforce the canons of law in their jurisdiction. The 
appeal to the court was made through these officials. Here, the functions 
of these officials have been discussed. 


wazi 

The aazi was an important official.. He was appointed by the 

imperial court. ^ It seems that in every nargana a qazi was appointed and 

- 2 

he had direct correspondence with the oazi-ul auzat . moreover, it seems 

3 

that the qazis were also appointed in autonomous zamihdaris . and he was 


1 . A .. vol. Ill, p.282; Saiyid Abul Qasim Harakin, ^unaha'at wa Ruqaat-1 
Mamkip. M3. No.26, 27* History Department, Aligarh, ff.9Sb-99a. 

2. Maqaj Ajmer . pp.l6l, 177, 176, 181, 472, 473, 5b&*9. 

3. Muhammad Saleh was appointed the qazi of Amber in 1680, tfaqai Paters P 
Reg. Ho.221, SAR . Bikaner. Azaatuliah was appointed the aazi of ffinber 
in place of Syed Muhammad, Sh.atut-1 AhlkarSn (Persian), R.No.24, SAR r 
Bikaner, Muhammad Saeed was appointed the qazi of Amber in 1692 . 

Vakil Report. I, p.53, S.No.345, old Ro.445. The qazf was appointed 
in Soipur which was the watan ,1a~gTr of Manohar Das, Waaai‘ Aimer . 

pp.239-40. Mulla Jamal was appointed the qazi of Chittor in l6l5-l6, 
l &Jfr aaA, n , p.312. 
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expected to dispense justice In the territory.^ 

It seems that he was also expected to look after the Interests 

2 

of the Muslim Inhabitants in the zamThdari" territories. 

The qazi had civil and criminal jurisdiction. Sometimes the 
governor of the suba needed the halp of the qazf in passing judgement on 
some important cases. Shyara Ham, a Brahman of Nagaur, represented to the 
Imperial court stating that he had decided to purchase one thousand maunds 
of wheat from Kesart Singh and Jeev Raj, who were revenue officials of 
Maharaja of Jodhpur. P-s.23oo/“ were given in advance, how the officials 
had neither delivered thr grain nor returned the amount. On an appeal to 

the Kmperor, orders t**re issued to Iftikhar Ahan, the fauidar of Ajmer, to 

3 

decide the case, be decided this with the help of the qazi . 


1. A camel of Muhammad Wazil, rurzdar was stolen away at Amber. Shaikh 
Muhammad F azli, qazi of Arnfoer, gave order to the mutaqaddi s of Aniber 
for the search. Kaghzat-i butafarrioa. 1689# RJN0.I48, SAR . Bikaner; 
jjaoab^flL# ff .9^-99a* 

2 . The agent of the bakhshf wrote that a qazi should be appointed in Nagaur 
because the condition of the Muslims is not good there. Waaai" Ajmer , 
po. 45", 46 . 

3. w aqaV Ajmer , op.22-3, 27# 32, 38, 44“5; A farman was issued to the 
faujdAr in 1663-^4, he was asked to decide the cases in consultation 
with the qtar. mufti and m'lr^adl , Mjrat-1 Ahmadf. vol. I, pp.257, 258. 
Abdul Qadir Badaonf/ M_ unt. a khab»ut Tawarilgh . ed. by Ahmad Ali, Xabir 
al-din Ahmad and N. Lees, Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 1864-69 (II, p.35&) says 
that in 1585# Akbar aorointed learned Hindu Brahmans to decide the 
cases of bindus. But we do not come across any evidence suggesting 
that a Brahman d°cided the cases of the Hindus. 
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the cases of civil nature, involving the shariat f were always 
submitted to the aazi for decision.^ 

he was expected to enforce the canons of shariat in his 
2 

jurisdiction* 

The destruction of temples in the suba of Ajmer during the 
second half of Aurangzeb's reign was also entrusted to the gazis . -3 

The gazi was also concerned to the collection of llziva . when 
Tahawwur IQian, the fauidar of Ajmer, received a farman in connection with 

iiziva. he called the oazl. mlr c adl and diwan to advise him.^ But the 

»> 

aazi was not authorised to retain the collection in his own charge.' 

Similarly, the qazi was also incharge of the Bait-ul mal (Community 
treasuiy). When two thieves were killed in mauza Nawab, their belongings - 


1. Iffcikhar %an, the fauidar of the suba of Ajmer, used to hear the 
complaints of petitioners, some cases were referred to the qazi for 
disposal. Waakl' Aimer , pp.21, 22 , 29 , 416-7. 

2. Qazj Muhammad Akram of Merta complained to the imperial court about 

sidullih Khan, fauidar . am in and karori. who was not working according 
to the rules of sharljit . Waqa j Aime r, pp.29, 207-8, 231. 

3. PP.181, 184, 192-3, 197, 209-10, 210-11, 220, 227, 249-6, 257. 

4. Ibid. . pp.3o8, 423 , 5t)G-9; waqa± c Paper s. 8th May 1694 , K^o. 5 b 2 , 

SAB. Bikaner. 

5. A.iff*r, P.423. 
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a sword, a bow and six arrows were deposited with the qazi in the bajfr-ul 

jBl . 1 


The qazi was also expected to look after the mosques within 
2 

his jurisdiction. 

Sonet lraes, the faujdar of the suba needed the help of the qazi 

to issue a certificate of good administration in fcis jurisdiction. Tahawwur 

iChan had such a mahzar certified by the nati Abdur Razzaq of the suba of 

u 3 

Ajmer about the administration in his faid,ari jurisdiction. 

The provincial qazi could refer sons cases to the qazi-ul qazat 

for the decision. 'There was some dispute between the gumashta of bakhshi 

and the wakil of Raja «« Singh of Rajmahal (in pareana Toda) on the issue 

of idolatry. The yumaahta approached Tahawwur *han, the fau.ldar of Ajmer. 

Tahawwur %an referred this case to the qazi . and qazi being unsatisfied 

4 

with the statements referred the case to qazi—ul qazat . 

t i 

There were some limitations on the powers of the aazi . He was 


1. The mahajanq of Merta used to spend the rent of 100 shops in temples. 
When the temples were destroyed, Muhammad Akram, qazi. asked the 

to deposit this rent in bait-ul mal. Waqai Aimer , pp.67, 184. 

2. Ibid .. pp.239^40. 

3. pp. 3 lo-11. 


4. pp.245^6, 416-7 
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expected to inform the kotwal before releasing the prisoners. 

The aaa'Ta were not free from dishonesty. Abdul I*atlf, oasi of 

Malpura, allegedly accepted a bribe from the maha.iana, for not destroying 
2 

the temples. 

The pest of kotwa l is Important and it existed even in the 

■5 

Sultanate period,"’ The post continued during the ^u^ial period. In 
1573, >iaxu Das Kach&vaha was the kotwal of Sanganer.^ 

sr 

^otwals were appointed by the imperial court. In 1580, Akbar 

sent a kotwal in each province of the Mughal %pire.^ The kotwals were 

7 

appointed In every town of the auba . 


1 , ^aaaOPapers. 9 th June I69?, RJNo,lOl, SAR . Bikan°r; 

MaafliLiJastf pp. 29 , 212 - 3 , 

2, '^aoai Aimer. pp.21cMl, Muhammad Akrara, qazi of M©rta, was charged to 
collaborate with the mahalans and selling out the shops to tnem on 
nominal charges. *aqai/ Aimer , p.467. 

3, S&ran, P. , p,232; fasin Mazhar Biddiqi, 'The Office of Kotwal under the 
Sultans d Delhi', Proceedings of Indian H istory Congress, ^uzaff armr, 
1972. 


4. 



AjsfeatjMaaa, voi. hi. 


vol. 

p.282 




1 , p.331. 


I* PP.226-7. 

7. w aaai Ajmer, pp. 29 , 133, 144, 26 ^- 6 , 3c9-l0J Akhbarat. 19 Ramzan, 48 R.I. 
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Regarding the suba of Ajmer, It would be incorrect to say that 

i 

the kntwal was subordinate to the aazl. ^ however, it seems that the rela¬ 
tions between the kotwal and the oazi were very close. The qazj was 

2 

expected to inform the kotwal before releasing prisoners. The orders of 

3 

the qazl were executed by the kotwal In his jurisdiction, 

4 

The kotwal* s duty was to maintain peace in his jurisdiction, 

and he used to appoint the plyadas to keep watch and ward in the city in 

the day and night. It was his duty to protect the public from the thieves, 

he was responsible for keeping a vigilant eye on the prisoners. Four 

thieves who were behind bars, ran away owing to the carelessness of the 

watchmen. Tahir Shan, the fauidar of Jodhpur, summoned Muhammad Rahim, 

7 

the Js&wH, and reprimanded him. 


1 . Manucci,(vol. II, pp,420”2l) holds that the kotwal was subordinate to 
the qazi. cf. Sir Jadunath Sarkar, Mughal Administration, third edition, 
Calcutta, 193 5, p.47. 

2. w aqaj Papers . 9 th June 1695, 3AM. Bikaner, 

3. When Junta and Firoz were punished in charge of theft by the qazi r the 
kotwal was asked to cut the right hands of the thieves according to the 
Qazj 1 3 order. Waqal" Ajmer, pp.29, 212-3, 447. 

4. Ma^llAj.mgx, PP.141, 157, 3o9“10, 314, 335, 342 , 499. 

5. Muhammad Rahim, the kotwal of Jodhpur, appointed 400 olvadas at the fate 
of Rs.3/- per month per head for the protection of the city, Waqai c Aime r. 
162 , 224, 5b1. 


6 . yAas&jLAiMz, pp.29, 162 

7. Ibid .. P.224. 




72 - 


It seems that in the absence of fauidar » the kotval discharged 
his functions as well. When Tahawvur ‘Qian, the fauidar of the suba of Ajmer, 
was absent, some thieves stole c-ows in village Deorai. On this Dilawar 
Khan, asked the kotwal that in the absence of Tahawvur 4han, it. was his 
duty to enquire into the matter and appoint thanadar in the village.^ 

The kotwal looked after the interests of the traders ir> his 

jurisdiction. Wnen ntuhtasrib harassed the shop keepers of Jodhpur city, the 

2 

latter closed their shops. The kotwal consoled the shop keepers. 

The k otwal enjoyed th® charge of collecting some taxes such as 

sair tax. If the kotwal collected amount more than the regulations, his 

. 3 . 

complaint was lodged to th® fauidar . however, he was expected to deposit 

L 

the realised amount in the treasury. 

The kntwal used to collect, the information about people’s conduct 
arid tried to prevent the crime. In Jodhpur, a faqir resided near a well; 


1 . Wagai Ajmer . pp, 238-9, 435. 

2. Ibid ., pp.l99f 224, 311»2, 345, 36o. «ura, the servant of Muhammad 
Rahim, the kotwal of Jodhpur, took bribes from th® traders. When 
Muhammad Rahim cam® to knowl of this, he punishedL him. Ibid .. p.183. 

3. In Jodhpur, when Muhammad Rahim collected more tnan the required amount, 
from a trader of Namol, the latter complained to Tahir Khan, the fauidar, 
The kotwal was debarred from collecting the tax, and a new person, known 
as daroeha-i sair was appointed. W«qai c Aimer. pp.2o6, 211-12, 214, 366. 
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people used to go to his house to see the women who came to carry water. 

When &uhamaad Rahim, the kotwal. came to know of this, he himself went there 
and imprisoned many such people and handed them over to Tahir Khan.^ 

To perform all these functions, the kotwal used to get subsidies 
for appointing the oivadas . Muframad Rahim received the sanad of Rs.3000/- 
for appointing the oivadas . He gave the sanad to iftikhar Khan and asked 
for the money, ifti kha r Khan paid &s. 1 /XX)/- so that he could appoint 
oivadas and could perform the duties of the kotwal / 

The kotwal utilised InQ sawara attached to the fauidag of the auba 

to protect the city. Tahawwur Khan, the faujdar of the 3ub.a cf Ajmer, sent 

3 

100 sawars to Muhammad Murad, the kotwal of Ajmer. 


s&dt 

With other officials, a ydr was also sent in each province in 
1580.^ He was appointed by the emperor on recommendation of the Sadr-us 
Sqriur . He was appointed on the basis of his learning in the field of 
theology. 


1. Waqai Aimer, pp.175-6, 26 ^- 6 . 

2. p.149. 

3. Ibid ., pp.431-2. 

4. A.h., Ill, pp,282-3; i'or the best study of subject, see Ibn Hasan, 
Central Structure of the Mugha l Empire. . 2|S^*8£. 
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3adr was the connecting link between the king and the people. 

He was incharge of the madad-j ma^sh (rent free land) and wazifa (cash) 

for religious, educational and charitable purposes to deserving people. 

H© was responsible for the administration of madad-i ma'aah grants.^ Sadrs 

were required to resume to the khaliaa all grants of persons who had died 

or fled or were found to have occupied land elsewhere using the sane grant 

2 

or had obtained the grant itself by fraud or forgery. 

The sadr made recommendations of grants to th sadr-us sudur : 

v t 

he was also responsible to him. 


Kir 'Adi 

After dividing the whole empire into twelve qubas. Akbar sent a 
-alESk jalaE, a Mmi, a bakhshj , a sadr. a mtr a.dl . a j^ptwaj., a mir bahr. 

i 

, i 3 _ 

a waqai navia in each yuba . The post of qa^i was either with that of the 
sadr or of the mlr‘adl . 

Kjr adl was also concerned to the collection of ^iziva. When 
Tahavwur Khan, the fauidar of Ajmer suba . received a farman in connection with 


1 . Asnad. pp.48“5b; Kir Sa’adullah was sadr of the Ajmer yuba . and mutawall 
of the shrine of Khwaja Huin^ad din Chishti, War is, pp.324-5; 

Sta rt-U bse* p.436. 



3. a,m,. Ill, 282-3; Ain, p. 226 . 
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.llztra. he called the gazj . mir "adl and diwan to advise him. 

The destruction of temples in the suba of Ajmer, during the 

second half of Aurangzeb's reign, was also entrusted to Qazfs. mir adls etc* 

The oazr and mir adl of Ajmer declared the dharmahalas and Postals of 

mahaians as rest houses and as such the dharmahalas and Poahals were not 
2 

demolished. 

Sometimes the fau.ldar of the suba needed the help of qasl. mir‘adl. 
saliadanaahln and otter higher officials to issue a certificate of good 
administration in his jurisdiction. Tahawwur Kfcan had such a roahkar 

certified by qazl . mir 'adl . sa.i iadanashfn and other higher officials of the 

3 

suba of Ajmer about the good administration in his fauid&rl jurisdiction. 

The mir ‘adl was especially enjoined to look after the general 
interest of the state and to act as a counterpoise to the qazi' s influence. 

fluhtasib 

fouhtaaib was the market-officer as well as he used to enforce the 
■* 

tenets of the aharlat in his jurisdiction. Sometimes muhtasib was assigned 


1 . Viaqai' Ajmer . p.3o8. 

2 . Ifcld . . p.220* 


3. Iblij ., pp.3lCM1 
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the powers of unit awa 111 ship of the town In which he was posted. For instance, 
Ibadullah was muhtaslb as well as mutawalll of the sarkar of Ranthambor.^ 

The functions of muhtaslb were to check the rates and weights of 

the shop-keepers In the market. He fixed the prices of the commodities at 

2 

the chabutra of kotwal . The muhtaslb had mi eye on the counterfeit coins 
and coins deficient in weight gained currency. The muhtaslb of Jodhpur 

ordered the shop-keepers to replace the under*weight copper coins by the 

3 

genuine ones. The muhtaslb also had watch ov°r th» commodities brought 
from outside the city. Saiyid Abu Haqar, the muhtaslb of Ajmer, asked the 
traders for checking the commodities, carried from outside the city. He 
kept in touch with the quantity of their goods and the quantity actually 

Ll », 

sold. He was authorised to punish the violators but he had no powers to 
detain or imprison a trader or a merchant. He was expected to surpass such 
cases to the fauidar . When Saiyid Haqar, the muhtaslb of Jodhpur, detained 
a certain person, Tahir Khan, the fauidar of Jodhpur, reprimanded and asked 
him that it was not in his jurisdiction to imprison any person/* Similarly, 


1. ^aqaj c A.laer . p. 18; Hafiz Muhammad Muqjm was muhtaslb and mutawalll 

of Nagaur. Waqal P.215. 

2 . Ibid .. p.345. 

3. Ibid ., p.199* 

4. Ibid. . pp.2c6-7. 

5. Ibid .. pp.223-4. 
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when 5a 1 , 7 id Baqar took Into custody a logl . being a leader of infidels, 

again Tahir Khan rebuked him and warned him that he had no powers to detain 

1 

any person. The muhtasib could only refer these cases to the qazl . 

however, there is no direct evidence to evince that muhtasib was 
subordinate to the fauldar but Tahir jQian’s admonishes to muhtasib show to 
some extent that muhtasib wa 3 expected to follow the directions of the 

X a aftter* 2 


The muhtasib had watch on the sellers of Intoxicating drinks and 

drugs. In Jodhpur, 5aiyid Baqar, muhtasib . reproved the sellers of bhang 

3 

and other intoxicants* 

Along with this, the muhtasib also looked after the tenets of 

places 

shariat , he was expected to look after the religious/sit-uated in his 

4 

jurisdiction* 

To enforce the laws and regulations in his jurisdiction, he was 

pore vi lad some troopers. As Saiyid Baqar, the muhtasib of Ajaer had 15 

5 

ahad-TS and 20 gunners under his command* 


1. Mac a | Ajmer . pp*1t^-90> when 5aiyid Abu Baqar imprisoned a shop-keeper 
on the charges that the shop-keeper had deficient weights, Tahir Khan 
rebuked him. Waaai‘ Ajmer , pp.223-4. 


2 . ^amiruddin Siddiqi (’The Huhtasib under Aurangzeb’, Medieval India 
Quarterly , vol. V, 1963, p.115) on the basis of these admonishes, holds 
that muhtasib was subordinate to the fauldar. 


4. Ibid .. pp.215, 239-40. 

5. Ibid .. 2£ 2 . 




Prisons 


Two kinds of prisons appear to hay© been maintained. The forts 

were used as prisons for nobles and high-born criminals. The most prominent 

fort which was used as a prison in Rajputana, was the fort of Ranthambor. 

There are numerous references to the imprisonment- of high ranking nobles in 

2 

the fort of Ranthambor. Abdullah 3on of Khan Azam wag imprisoned here. 
Sometimes the executions of prisoners were carried out in the forts,* 

Besides the forts, there were jails also in the _3&rkara and parganas. 
These were called bandikhanas. chabutra . etc. People war® imprisoned here 

4 5 

upon charges of murder, robbery, etc. and were then sent to the court of 

the qazl for trial. The qazi had civil and criminal jurisdiction. The qazi 

6 

used to decide cases according to shariat . The qazi was expected to inform 

7 

the kotwal before releasing prisoners. The orders of the qazi were executed 

1. Bariaonf, III, p.79; ^nserrate, p.211. 

2. Tuzuk f p.141; Bajf Ibrahim Strhindt was sent to Ranthambor. A.N .. Ill, 
P.40G; Pure has, II, 38; V'aqa i' Papers . 25th Sept. 1681, no. 285, j .A.R.. 
hikener. 

3. Sarly Travels. p.145. 

4. Plr ‘iuihammad, Riroz and Karaal, drum-beaters, murdered Chatt-u, also a 
drum-beater. They were imprisoned and punished. •«.h .. p.4. 

5. Pbid ., 29 , 68; A Brahman ua3 imprisoned for stealing a s®er of grain from 
the heap by the agent of karorlT and was required to p /fine. w.A .. p.58* 

6 . Juma and Pinos stole some articles and were in prison for 20 days. The 
kotwal was asked to cut their right hands according to the laws of the 
shariat. W.A.. pp. 29 , 212-3. 

7. Waqaj ( Papers. 9 th June 1695 , SAR. Bikaner. 
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by the kotwal within his jurisdiction.^ Muhammad Rahim, kotwal of Jodhpur, 

2 

after discovering misconduct by certain people, imprisoned them. The 

thanadara also used to check the activities of the thieves, and used to 

_ 3 

send them to the fauidar . 

The emperors themselves frequently inspected the prisons, and 
used to release those who had suffered enough. Jahangir, in 1615 A.D., 
halted near Ranthambor and released some of the prisoners who were confined 
in that fort.^ The length and period of imprisonment was not defined by 
any definite rule . The relatives or friends of prisoners used to seek 
pardon for them, which was sometimes granted. 

Sometimes innocent persons also got punishment. The agent of 
the bakhahf sent, a report from hagaur that servants of hnder Jingh were 
demanding penalty from the residents and used to imprison them unnecessarily. 


1, W.A .. ?i;y3, 447. 


2. Ibid .. 175-6, 265-6. 

3. Ibid. . 21, 108 , 216 , 2?4, 277, 423-4. 


4. ,p uzuk f rp.5, 17C; in I6l8, JyhangTr inspected the condition of 
all the prisoners of the Ranthambor fort, and freed 1 :em all and 
to each me in accordance with circumstances gave his expenses 
and dress of honour. Tqzufr . 0.256; hahorT, I, pp. 245-6, II, p.355; 

.(Persian J, 1685 A.U., -1.Ro.l37, JAR. Bikaner. 


5. .^flfla'i Ajmer, pp.4, 4h. 



3o a aagf should be appointed there. 


In the provinces governors and aazfs tised to inspect th e 
prisons regularly, 2 


1 , daqaj Aimer. pp,45^, 

2. H?M»» p?»398-9. 



Chapter VI 


ThS JAdlii -ifcSTui iihU j£tui.ulbA 


1. The Jagir 

JitrTr may be defined as the territory assigned to a Mughal official, 
usually a mansabdar . by way of settlement of pay-claims (talab ). 

The main difference between •watarr-iaeir and tankhwah-iaglr was 

r. 

that the former, an exceptional .iagjr, was a permanent and hereditary 

assignment, while the latter, the normal iarfr . was subject to resumption 

at any time. In tankhwah-ja air or ordinary iagir the assignee wa3 obliged 

to follow the administrative pattern of the Mughal Empire, while the 

assigne® of the watan-lagir was regarded as an autonomous chief in his 

territory and was usually (though perhaps not theoretically) free to manage 

internal affairs according to his wishes."* Sometimes, the rlaya (raivat ) of 

the wa t a n-iagi r vnade complaints to the imperial court, in 1586, when Mot a 

K&ja Udai ’iingfr conf iscated some villages of the Charans, the latter 
2 

petitioned Akbar. ?he .iaLrirdars of watan territories also levied cesses 

1. fi£ jiagtol lndja A P.184; Thoughts on Agrarian 

jteteJJgaa-la Ikgkgl %Ua, p.37. 

2. yih Vi n od. 11, p.6l6; V jgat. ', p*78; but- Irfan iabib, ( The Agrarian 
System of duahal India, p.185) states that no comolaints made to the 
Imperial court by the subjects of any chief are on record. 
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and duties on trade passing through their territories at rates fixed by 
themselves.^ 

In ordinary iagjrs a number of officials such as fau-ldar. waqal- 
navls. bakhshl . sawaniimlgar . flamingo.* .gMMflhurfc ft tc. were appointed by the 
Mugkal ^nrperor and amil or 3hlqqdar. araln. muaaddama were sent by the 
iaglrdar . 


In watan-iagir. this systematic administrative set up is not 

2 

found. We do not come across such officials in Mewar, Marwar, Bikaner, 

Jaisalmer, Kota, Kishangarh, Bundi and Dungarpur. But a nunfcer of officials 

such as oazl and amlls were nevertheless sent by the Mughal Emperors in 

3 

Amber. 


It seems that in Jodhpur the administrative pattern of the Mughals 
was at least partially adopted. During the time of Raja Sur Sin^h (15^5-1619) 


1 . English Factory Records, l63?“4l, p.1385 customs there are none of any 
consequence but in Jessameere (Jaisalmer); and there the goods are valued 
and pay (according as by information) 12 per cent, but this perhaps may 
be remitted and quallified by fore agreement with the Rajah. 

2 . During the Rathor rebellion a number of official;were sent to Jodhpur, 
when it was taken into the Khallaa. Tahir Khan as fauidar . Khidmatguzar 
Khan as qiladar . Shall* Anwar as' amlh and Abdur Rahim as kotwai were sent 
on 23rd February 16 ??. Waqa^ Ajmer . pp.151, 157-8, 170, 580; Vir Vinod. 
II, P.828. 


3* Muhansnad Saleh was appointed qayf of Anber in l68D, Waqai'Racers . Reg. 

No.221, SAR, Bikaner; Kfeatut-i Ahlkarah (Persian), R.No.24, SAR. Bikaner; 
.y. a kH BpportL* S.No, 345» old No.445* bar. Bikaner; A oazf was appointed 
in Soipur which was the watan-laeir of Manohar Da's, WaqaT Aiaar r n n.?3o -Ln 
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his pradhan Govind Das hhati appointed diwans . £al&3 ft i3> Kft.fln 3 3 ”ana> JiakiM, 
karkun s. daftarl s, daroghas . fot.ad.ar s and waaal-navis '3, 1 

_ _2 

however, there w^r° no qanungos in Jodhpur. Jag at Vir Singh seems 

•5 

to have mis-understood the informat ion regarding qanungos in Jodhpur. - ' 

doth ordinary iaglrdars and the holders of watanr.iagirs could sub¬ 
assign lands within the territory of their iagirs .^ Maharaja Jaswant Singh 
sub-assigned the villages of Jodhpur to his servants. After his death 
Tahir 4han, fanidar of Jodhpur, asked Ram bhatl to give information about 
the villages which were included in the oattaa of the Rajputs in lieu of 
their services, so that the fauidar could know how much revenue from a 

5 

village was given in patta and could collect the revenue on that basis. 


1. Xlx.yin.odj 11 j pp. 817-8. 

2. X&.al'Ajmex, pp.i 63, 171; Tfre. Agrayi&a Sy.atem.-Qf.,, A ugft.aLindla, P.18S. 

3. Jagat Vir Sin# ( 'Pargana Administration in Marwar under Maharaja 
Jaswant Singh*, 1638-78, JM, Chandigarh, 1973, pd#^- 10) writes that 
in v. s. 1719 the revenue details of Jodhpur par gana were written by 
q anung o ^aheshdas. h© cites ^arwar-re pargana re Vjgat . I, p.l64, 

II, p.428, 430. hut in Vjgat. II, pp.42£, 430 it has been clearly 
mentioned that Hahesh Das was the imperial oanuneo of Ajmer, further 
he mentions the qanungos of Merta, Jalor and Sanchor. hut these/were 
in ordinary lagfrs . Vjgat. II, pp.77, 86, 369, 413; see, iunita 
dudhwar, ’Assignment of Jagfrs in Rajputana*, IhC. Jadavpur, 1974. 

4. Maqaj Ajmer, pp.57, 12, 114, 164 , 393, 398 ; Vjgat . n, pp.399~410; 

3 in$, the iagirdar of pargana Arain f sub-assigned the villages 
of the pargana in tankhwah to his retainers. Waaal Aimer, p.359* 

5. Wjflal* Ajmer, po.l63, 171^ Hirat-i Ahmadf r I, p.32?; Vjgat. II, pp.40fMo; 
Raja Ajit Singh of Jodhpur also sub-assigned a number of villages of 
pargan a Sanchor to his retainers# See G.D. Sharraa, * Pattadari System 

in Marwar under Maharaja Jaswant Singh, 1638-1678', IHC . Muzaffarpur, 
1972, pp.212-222. 
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ho difference s°ems to have existed as regards the general right 
to collect land-revenue and levy cesses, whether the iavir was ordinary or 
wat.an . Cesses designated sereno . bal . karb-ghag , dumalo . xaaslj aaBPfcaraj 
and farohi are found to be levied both in Jodhpur and in **erta, the former 
watan . the latter an ordinary iagfr .^ 

2. Jamadaml 

The estimated income from the taxes of the iagfr . assigned to 
the mansabdara for meeting their salary-claim ( talab ) was known as -lama or 
The term jama" was also used for the amount assessed on the 
revenue-payer as opposed to hasil (the amount collected). For purposes 
of distinguishing the two senses of iama . it is better to use the larger 
word iaaadami for the first kind of iaaa v . and the word jama ' alone for the 
second kind. Wh^le the jama 1 , naturally varied from year to year, the 
jaroadami t oo was revised from time to time. We are fortunate in having 
for the pargana of Merta a 3eri»3 of statistics of the ianadami and the iama'. 
In the Ain, the lamadami" of the pargana is given as 77,01,9 2 0 lams . It 
was at. about this figure (Ks.2,00,000 = 80,00,0CC dams ) that, according to 


1# ?1gat r I, pp.l5&"9> II* P^.88“98. For the details of the cesses see 
G.D. Sharma, ’Agricultural Taxes in Harwar during the reign of Jaswant 
Singh (l63fc-l67£ A.Q.)», Rajasthan history Congress . Beawar, 1973. 


2. The 


3 ’)r»;. Br. M. 7652 , f ,248a. 


if Mughal India , p.196. 
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Nainsi. it was assigned to Suraj Singh in 1604-. 1 When it was assigned to 

, 2 
GaJ Singh its iamadamf had been raised to 1,20,00,000 dams . When it was 

assigned to Maharaja Jaswant Singh in 1637, the total rekh or jaastdami was 

3 

set at 1.4.0.no.OOP dams (Ks.3,50,000).'' In Jaswant Singh’s later years, 
the L i a mad ami was farther raised to 2 f 2n.Qn .OOP dama:^ and in Aurangzeb’s 
last years it was 2.32.64.300 jama . 


Hainsi has also given a list of the assessed revenue ( tappa wise) 

6 


in Marwar ra oargana ri virat (table I), This seems to represent the 
figures at which Jaswant Singh sub-assigned them to his eimoloyees. The 
total of the tappa figures comes to 2,72,00,040 dams . It shows that Jaswant 
Singh assessed the revenue at nearer double of what it was assigned to him. 
But th® ianadami . as we have seen, was subsequently raised to about this 
figure. 


But it is possible that the relch assigned to the tappas by 
Jaswant Singh was greatly inflated. The annual lama 1 ' figures set out by 


1. y lgat . II, p.77, 

2 . Ibid . 

3. Ibid ., p.213. 

4. ftutftfarriqa, f.79. 

5. Ha.jmua . f.123. 

6 . See table I. 
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halnsi for the pareana. for the years l6i*4 to 1663 (both inclusive), 
reproduced in Table II yields an average of 1 .IQ.93 .008 dams only. This 
is well below the lamariaml at which &erta was given to Jaswant Singh in 
1637. 



Table I 


?AK(&ka H5KTA 


Assessed Avenue 
(In Rupees) 


1. 

Rays'Ll 

24,100/- 

2. 

Anandpur 

1,1?,85b/- 

3. 

Kalaro 

89,45b/- 

4. 

Hokalo 

57,901/- 

5. 

Rah an 

54,75b/- 

6 . 

^odaro 

91,900/- 

7. 

Altawo 

45,15b/- 

e. 

Deghana 

95,900/- 

9. 

Rlyan 

1,07,000/- 


9 



Table II 

JAMA OF PaRQAMA HSltT A 


hs £ 

Jam In daaa 

1644 

1,18,00,720 

1645 

1,52,76,320 

1646 

1,33,75,760 

1647 

£3,13,280 

1646 

66,23,600 

1649 

1,09,32,280 

1650 

66,54,680 

1651 

1,16,69,680 

1652 

l,29,85,ooc 

1653 

73,65,480 

1654 

1*39,33,000 

1655 

73,36,6oo 

16^ 

1/32,86,76o 

1657 

98,56,440 

1658 

67,80,800 

1659 

2,04,80,000 

1660 

2,20,92,360 

1661 

2,28,52,040 

1662 

1,31,43,040 

1663 

64,22,040 

(average) 

1*19,59*008 



3. Adralnls tratlm of .. Jagfaa 


In Avar's reign certain rules were Laid down for th° officials 
of tiae khalisa and the iaVirdars .^ The task of assessment and collection 
of land-revenue within each iagir was supposed to be carried out by the 
lagirdar personally or thrcrrh his agents, in accordance with the imperial 
regulations, %en Tahawwur Khan, the governor of Ajmer, had to spend 2 1 

2 

months in o ar?an a Chatau, his iasir . for carry-ir-* revenue assessment. 

3 

All jagirs except for watan-iaglrs were transfer le. It was 
the general principle of the Mughal Empire that no person should have the 
a* 100 iagir a long period.^ Since his .laaTr was transferable and he 
himself could be posted at different places, a i&glrdar usually sent his 
gumashtas (or agents) for the collection of revenue on hi3 behalf. Thus we 
find Tahawwur Khan appointing Latlf Beg, a mansabdar of 250/20, to look 

f— 

after Amarsar, which too Tahawwur Khan held in lapir . 

The principal officer of the ia gYrdar was called the ‘anil , also 
known as shlogdar . Iftikhar Khan dismissed his shi qqdar when he came to 

1. A.H.. m, PP.282, 361. 

2. Iftikhar Khan collected the revenue from his lagir in oareana Amarsar and 
wont to Rainwal for the arrangement of his .l &gir . ^aqai" Aimer. pp.51-2,70, 
73 , 266 , 330-31, 402, 414-5. 

3. Se« the "Appendix". 

4. AjAx, HI, pp.332-3. 

5. V»aqai c Aimer, pp.87, 168 , 201-2, 229 , 249* 
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know about the quarrel between him and the servants of Abdur Rahim. 

The aammp-o and chaudhurf played a very Important role in the 

management of revenue within a jag ir. When a iagfr of dams 8,104,700 from 

nargana R agaur and oth^r places was assisted to liko Surat Singh in place 

of RSja Amar Singh, orders v^rs loaned addressed to the qanungos etc. that 

they would be answerable for all the land-revenue (mal-i waj ib) and other 

fiscal dues ( dfwah-r ) to hie agon's, according to th* regulations. So he 

was yerc.vired to answer for the land-revenue and other fiscal obligations 
_ 3 

to the Jagirdax. 

The lacardar was responsible for the good administration of the 
.laglr . Prince Bara sent a nishan to Akhey Raj, desiring the Raja to 

i. 

administer his territory properly. T 

The jaglrda rs used to sub-assign their iagira to their officials. 
After the death of Maharaja Jaswant Singh, Tahir Khan asked Ram Bhatl to 
give him information about the villages which had been given to the Rajputs 

1. ^a qal Ajmer . pp.109“10J Tahawwur Khan called the shiqadar of haubat Khan 
with the zemindars of Pichola as a theft occurred in the prea. Waqai c Ajmer , 

pp.65-6 , 67, 268 , 377-8. 

2. Fft pman - Jahangir, 12th December l6o6, old ho. 18, $ew Ro.17, BAR . Bikaner; 
AsaishmJanMI^ p.H. 

3. Shaista Khan’s letter, reproduced in Vfr Vlnnri. II, 751. 

4* Hghar -Bara, addressee*. Raja Akhey Raj, 15th Oct. 1657, S.h 0 .5, old Ro.4, 
SAR. Bikaner; ^undy, IJ-, p.245» 
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by the Maharaja in patta3 in lieu of their services, from within his .lagjlO 

The were expected to check the manufacture of the 

prohibited commodities in their lagirs . Iftikhar Khan ordered the .lagjrdars 

2 

not to encourage the manufacture of salt in their territories any more. 

3 

Sometimes the lagirdars gave their jagirs on farm or iiara . 

If any theft was committed in the area of his iaglr. the iagirdar 

was made responsible for recovery of the stolen goods. M©han Singh sen of 

Ajab Singh, Iagirdar of Masuda wrote to Iftikhar Khan that a gang of thieves 

had looted and taken away a few cows and buffaloes, he pursued them but 

4 

failed to recover the cattle. 

When a iagirdar died, a karorf was sent to his lagir from the 


1 . Hagai Ajmer. pp.57, 82, 114, 393 , 398; Maharaja 5ur Singh gave Bhadrajun 
in petta to Shatrusal son of Jhala Man Singh. Vfr Vlnod. II, pp.67, 232-3, 
498-?i’809# 1285; y lgat . I, pp.77, 107, vol. II, p.408. 

2. Waaai" Ajmep. pp,60”6l; Farman - Shahjahan, addressg/s-Raja Jai Singh, 

5th Shawwal, 1053 (7th Dec. 1643), 3.No.5l, old Ro.68, SAR . BikanerJ 
^rap^ror asked the Raja to prohibit the people of Mozabad from manufac¬ 
turing salt as it incurs a great loss to the crown, 

3. Buran Mai Shekhawat gave his lagir on iiara. Wadai Ajmer, pp.26-7, 209. 
Arhsattas of parganas Malama, Chatsu, Lalsot, SAR. Bikaner; Kh atutr-i 
Ahlkaran (Persian), 11o5 A.H., S.Mo.495> SAR . Bikaner; 1108 A.H., 

S^o.8^; Muhta Rain si re khvat. I, p.94. Roznaraa. SAR. Bikaner, p.13. 

4. Waqai Ajmer . 25-6, 65-6, 326, 694; Mundy, II, 245 : This (Merta) lyes 
in the jaggueere (lagir ) of Raja Qutzing (Saj 3ingh) as farr as Jalore 
(Jalor) which by him is kept in good onter, see that people passe 
without molestation. (17th March, 1632-33). 
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headquarters to immediately take over charge of the iagir on behalf of the 
imperial government,^ since the iagir being granted in lieu of man sab , 
lapsed to the kh aliaa immediately on the death of the m ansab dar. 

4. Problems faced by the Jagjrdara 

when the iagirdars received new iagir a in any oargana . they had 

sometimes to face great difficulties in taking charge from the previous 

iagirdars as well as realising revenue from the local zamfnriars . Ihe vakil 

of Surat Singh wrote to Iftikhar %an, the fauidar of Ajmer, that his 

principal had received the iagir of 57*000 dams in pargana Sarwar, but 

agents of Suraj Mai did not allow him to occupy the iagir . Iftikhar Khan 

2 

sent a sawar to restrain the agent s of Suraj Mai, 

Similarly, Mankoji Deccani, iagirda r of oareana Uniara, complained 

to Tahawvur Khan that he was not receiving the revenue of his iagir . 

Tahawwur Khan instructed Fateh Sirgh Naruka, the zamihd ar to satisfy the 

iagirdar and assured him that, in return, he would obtain for him a mansab 
3 

from the Court, 


1 , Iftikhar Khan appointed karorls and amiha in 23 villages, which 
were attached to the iagir of the deceased Maharaja Jaswant Sln^i. 
MaffSV Ajmer , pp.84, 112, 114, 14!H>, 153-4, 191; Akhbarat (MS) 
26 Ramzan, 48th R#I. 

2 * w«ai Ajp^r* p.37. 

3. Ibid. . p,4l6. 





Sometimes the newly appointed i aglrdars had written orders with 
them, but were not able to occupy the laglrs due to the previous Aigirdara * 
The agents of Bijay Singh and Amar Singh complained to Iftikhar %an, that 
their masters had written orders of assignment of the nargana Jobner in 
their laglrs In place of Dari Singh, but the agents of Hari Sln^i did net 
allow them to occupy the iagir. Iftikhar Khan sent two sawars to settle 
the matter, ^ 

Sometimes, the iaglrdars were not able to get high-revenue 

yielding ( sair-hasil ) j agir s, when Dalpat son of Ra! Sin^i, in 159 5 did 

-■> 2 

not gat saln-ha^ll iagir. he seised many nargana s of Bikaner. 

The iaglrdars could not sometimes get the order of assignment of 

lagira a long time owing to office delays, Abdul Wahid son of had! Dad Khan, 

who had received laglrs in oargana Vandal and nargana P arbatsar did not get 

3 

the written orders from the office of Divan for a long time, Tabawwur Kfcan 
governor, had to ask Nuram ‘Alt, dfwan t o expedite the Issue of papers to 
Hadt Dad Khan. 

The .Iaglrdars therefore fell into great financial troubles due to 
delay in receiving the orders of laglrs. Huhkam Singh, i agirdar of rnraana 


1. hagai 4 Aimar. pp.37, 42, 187 

2. .yir.yinad, u, 487. 

3. WaaiJUyffiX, 330, 35^-9. 
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Rarbatsar and Tosina wrote to Tahawwur Khan that he was in great financial 
trouble for this reason. Tahawur Shin could only extend assurances.”* 

Some iagirdars received their iagir s in disturbed or rebellious 

( Zortalab ) areas, it was very difficult for them to collect, the revenue 

from the zamindars and peasants. 3 0 when p rithi Sin^i received his jagir 

in pargana Bar an, he requested Tahawwur Khan to transfer Ms iagir either to 

pargana Herta or near it because pargana Baran was zortalab . and he would 

2 

not be able to get the revenue due l mal-i walib ). 

Bahlol Afghan, iagirdar of pargana Bdhl or Ud also complained 
that he was not able to receive full revenue from the zamindars even after 

their suppression, ha requested that either his jaglr be transferred or he 

3 

be paid in cash. Padshah QuliT %_ah directed his case to the divan . 

The za.mihdars did not often cooperate with the iagirdars . This 
was the burden of the complaint the agent of Raghunath Singh, iagirdar of 
mauza tt vmdri, submitted to Muhammad Arif, amin of Sarabhar.^ 

The gumash ta (agent) of Debi Singh Rathor, iagirdar of mauifa 


1. ^aqai Aim er, pp.377-8, 532-3. 

2. ibid .. p.588. 

3. ibid .. pp.57, 526-9. 

4. JfcM., P.61. 
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banjarl, who was in the Deccan, complained that Jassu Rathor, zamlnda r of 
mauaa badavra, had plundered his area.^ 

Sometimes, one pargana was divided between two lagirdara. and the 

tagirdars did not see eye to eye with each other* Prithi Sin^i complained 

to Tahawwur Khan that ^uhkam Singh and he himself had received pargana 

2 

Parbataar in iagir. but ^uhkam Singh did not cooperate him. 


The revenue in the iagir was somet imes collected by the revenue 

collector. Abu Talib, j aglrriar of pargana Sanfchar complained to Tahir Khan 

that the revenue collector had *lr':d, collected the revenue from his newly 

assigned iagir because previously it was under k^aliaa. ho, therefore, 

refused to accept the iagir . The governor a sir'd him to send a representation 
3 

to the t'ourt. 


All iagira except for 


were transferable. It was the 


principle of the Mughal ^mpire that no person should have the same iagir for 


a long period. Due to the transfer system lagirdara sometimes fell into much 


distress. Sudden transfers could also place the iagirdars in some difficul¬ 
ties. Kakar Khan could not pay his troopers, due to his transfer in mid-year.' 


1. H«q«i Aimer . 201-2, 249. 

2. ifidd., 471-2 , 637. 

3. jbM «j 1995 see also The Agrarian System ofMughal India , p.266. 

4. y igat. G, pp.219-20, 36o-6l, 363. 

5. AJn. II, pp.332-3. 

6. Wjqaj Ajmey, p,4l3. 
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5. Relations between Jagfrdars an d Zamlndars 

A iaglrdar had to deal with both the peasants and zamlndars in 

4 

his iagdr. Our documents introduced us to two kinds of zamihdar si Raiyati 
(submissive and revenue paying), and ^prtalab (rebellious). 

If the zamlndars were zcrtalab f the j aglrdar used to go himself 
for revenue realisation.^ If jagfrdar or ‘amil of the khallsa found it diffi¬ 
cult to deal with such local gamindars or peasants as refused to pay the 

- 2 

revenue, the fauidars were required to go to the aid of that lagirdar . 

Kanha son of iiadho Singh, lagirdar of oareana bahnai, complained against 

the local zamlndars . Tahawwur Khan, fauidar of auba Ajmer, sent an a ray 

3 

against the zortalab zamlndars to realise the revenue. Muhammad Baqar, 
■i agjprdar of pargana bahnai complained against Debi Das, zamindar .^ 


1. ^ aqaj Papers . 6th Sept. l68l, Reg. No.2^, SAR. Bikaner; Taj Muhammad 
Jcarori of Kotal, informed IftiWiar Khan that in oarganas Amarsar, 

Rewasa and KasAi most of the land was included in naftbaai and complained 
tha t zamlndar s did not pay the revenue. Iftikhar Khan decided to go 

to Parana Amarsar, which was in his lagtr . to collect the revenue 
because realisation of revenue from Shekhawat Rajputs was thought to 
be difficult, ^aqaj Ajme r, pp.57, 6o, 390, 393, 390, 422. 

2. A3&, 283. 

3. jdaqal JUasr, p.4o3. 

4. Muhammad Qayam Karabu, amin. wrote to Tahawwur Khan that the villagers 
of Alanbhu had not been able to pay the revenue as it was infested 
with thugs and thieves. So Tahawwur Khan went there and setting fire 
to the entire village, devastated it. MaaaV Aimer, pp. 105-6, 232, 

386, 405; AgjkagaL, 43 R.I.; Vfr Vinod . II, p.74?. 
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A lagirdar holding a small mansab would usually have the greatest 
difficulty in subduing defiant z amjndi rs.' 1 

The lagirdars would also be naturally anxious about powerful 

zamlndar s who had forts where they could garrison their retainers and from 

wher= th°y could defy all authority. The .laglrdars . therefore, saw it a 

proper matter to be reported to the Court, if a zamindar built a fort in 
2 

their larlr r 

The iacdrdar 1 s authority over the zamindars was also severely 

limited by th* fact that a zaniinda r could only be dispossessed or appointed 

by the Emperor. An official or lartrdar could only send his taiviz or 

3 

recommendation to the court. 

In theory both the peasants and zamlndars could complain against 
the oppression of a lagirdar or an official, and references to such complaints 
occur. 1 * h ow efficacious the complaints were in protecting zamlftdars and 
peasants against an influential lagirdar is, however, another question. 


1. Waqajf Ainer . pp.63 , 232 , 528-9. 

2. Muhammad Baqar, lagirdar of pargana Bahnai complained against Debi Das, 
zamindarr of the area, that he had erected a fort in the aauza . The 
report was sent to the court. Waqil t Aimer. p,232. 

3. Tahawwur Khan, fauldar of suba Ajmer, recommended the name of Raj Singh, 
■jaur for the zamjhdafi cf mauaa Badlf. Waqaj' Aimer, pp.25&, 395* 396-7. 

4-. hhatutz-d Ahlkaran (Rajasthani), »aangsar Budi 1, samvat 17S2, S.wo.248, 

SAR, Burner; PP.217, 23o; Y lr Y tnod. p.8l6; Vjgat. I, p.78. 



6 . Khaliaa 


Khaliaa or more properly, khaliaa-a harifa. was the term used for 
the lands and sources of revenue reserved for the imperial treasury. Areas 
due for assignment, but not yet assigned in iagl .r. ver® called pMbaql. 

Akbar In his 19 th regnal year (1574-75) brought the whole of his 

empire under khaliaa with the exception of Bihar, Bengal and Gujarat. For 

the administration of the kbalisa he appointed karorla in each district, 

2 

expected to yield one crore of tankas . In 1574, a karorl was sent in 

i ikaner. 'Similarly, a kangri ’was appointed in Sanbhar.^ But subsequently, 

5 

landa resumed to rhe khali sa were r° leased.' Presumably karoria were with¬ 
drawn from Bikan a r as well, since it never later came under direct imperial 
admin 1 stration. 

The extent of the khalisa varied from time to time. It is possible 
to prepare a list of the car danas under khalisa c.loT^'-cO on the basi s of 
the waaai sarkar lent harbor wa Ajmer , from infer mat ion gleaned from it, it 
appears that C- of the p arrin a a of sarkar Ajmer passed at one time or another 

1. The Agrar ian Sy ste m of M ughal India . pp.258“9. 

2. AJM . % III, p.117; Tab eg at-1 Akbari . II, pp.30Cr301. 

3. Dalnat Vilas , ed. Bawat Saraswat, pub. Sadul Kesearch Institute, 
bikaner, i 960 , p.33. 


4. M&aJalttal . ge j &yat, I, p.3o6. 

5 . The. Agrarian System of ^ughal India . pp.22o, 271, 275. 
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Into the J^aliga.. In sarkar Kanthambor 8 parggaaa* tn a& £)£ £ Kagaur 
4 nareanas and in sarkar Chit tor 6 par gap a 3 were included in the JMliaft. 
Thege narganas of sarkar Chit tor were sometimes given in .laeira and some¬ 
times kept under khalisa .^ 

If we use detailed pargana- wise revenue statistics of suba Ajmer 
of c.l6?0, the oarganas under Khali &a of sarkar Ajmer these accounted for 
the revenue of 5,49,56,720 out of 12,66,65,466 dams, (45^), the rarganaa 
of sarkar Ranthambor 14,04,51,845 out of 23,29,62,255 dams (nearly 6o $), 
the parganas of sarkar Nagaur 4,92,75,247 out of 13,12,0,453 damfl (39 %) 
and parganaa of sarkar Chit tor 1,24,89*623 out of 10,52,28,493 dama (nearly 
1? $). 1 2 3 * Of the entire suba . the khalis a par .ran as had the jama 6 of 25,71,73,435 
dams out of the entire .lama ' - of 64,42,67,443 dams, i.e. u %, 

The major functionary of khalisa administration was the karori . 

During Akbar's reign, the karorj was incharge Of both assessment and 

collection of the revenue, But daring Shahjahan’s reign, a change took 

plac®. His diwan Islam Khan, transferred the work of assessment from the 
3 

karori. to ami p . The main ^unction of the kar or i was now to collect the 


1. According to the treaties of 1654 and 1680 these parganas w ere 
sometimes given in iagfrs and sometimes were included in the khalisa. 
JC&LliriQd, n, pp.413-a., 43o-2, 47o, 693, 662 . 

2 . ^a jimja, ff.83o - 87b. 

3. . B jy aa, f.79b. Cited in The Agrarian System pf.jiughal 

Xnd la . 6 . 
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1 2 
land-revenue and to deposit it in the treasury. 

There is much information about the karorf s office and functions 
in auba Ajmer during Aurangzeb’s time. 


The karorl used to appoint his j ga j.'a r s and nivsdas for keeping 

watch over the cultivators to avoid the cron being removed before payment 

3 

of revenue. The karori. was also expected to look after the interests cf 

the peasantry ( riava) so that K bey could not be harassed by refractory 

% 

a lemon t s. When in oaigana Jailaran, the peasants ware harassed by some 


Rajputs, the chaudhuri and gar-inso a 3 .cod the authorities to/a fcarorf 


amir- to the pargana. so that the oppression might be checked. Sometimes, 
wh^n in need, tne karori used to esk for help from the p'lbadar or faujdar. 


1. w aqai Ajmer . pp.84-, 240, 402, 

2. Muhammad Baqar, baraiaad navTp . told Iftikhar %an that Islam 
Muhammad, karori" . had not deposited the amount in the treasury 
but had kept in his own enarge. »■ aaaV Aimer , pp.38, 4~4.-5» 
Kfaatufr-1 Ahlkaran (Rajasthani), Chait Budi 3, samvat 1751, 

•hiR . dj.kaner. He j. '.o.211. 



4. Ibid. . pn. 265 - 6 , 386 , 463-4. 

5. Muhammad Qayam Kant>u, amih . and Islam Muhammad, karori . 
informed Tahawwur Sian that 3 lak dams w ere due on Debi Das, 
zamihdar , Tafcawwur KEan summoned Debi Das and asked him to 
pay the arrears. WaggifA imer. pp.71> 391-2 , 393 , 408, 422. 
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7. 
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1 . 

2 . 

3. 

4 . 
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Appendix 


Khaliaa parganas mentioned In w aqai Ajmer 




Sarwar 

- k., U ri . pp.89-90, 232 

Sekri 

— k. «y«A« p. 74 

Bahai 

— k..V.A. p.74 

Banwal 

- k. jWjA. pp.74, 238“9. 


Parbat sar— k. >.A . pp.74, 83-4, 33o. 

Bahnai - k. .*.A. pp.89-90. 398, 

Arain - k. f W .A. p.359* 

Alanbhu - k. .W ,A . p.405» 

Sambhar k hallsa aharifa - Hajnniarl Fataain. f.124a. 


Sarkar. Ranthanfcor 


Bar an 

• ko 

W *A«. pp.3 , 588. 

Barwara 

• k»> 

W »A». PT. 575, 7C0-701. 

Palaita 

* 3c. ^ 

y.A,«. pp. 4 - 5 , 88 - 9 . 

Kota 

" k*> 

pp.4-5. 

Kamahraj 

" k# > 

y»A.. pp.4-5. 

Alhanpur 

- k., 

W «A.. PP.4-5, 65 . 

Khandar 

— k. f 

W «A.. pp.39-40, 41, 4-5. 

fiawanjna 

~ k. * 

W.A.. p.371. 
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Sarkar Nagagr 


1. Merta 

" k* > 

# A m j 

pp.89“9o. 

2. Amarsar 

“ k* i 

>v ,A.. 

pp.57, 65, 

3• Kiall 

" k* ^ 

w ,A.. 

PP.57, 65; 

4. Deosa 

" k* * 

W.A.. 

pp.57. 

5. Didwana 

" k# f 

. ^almua-i Faramiii 


Sarkar Chittor 


1. Pur 

“ k., 

Xjx. v JilQd, U, PP.463. 

2. Vandal 

” k., 

W.A.. 

PP.22&-9, 25S. 

3. Badnor 

~ k., 

lala. 

11 , pp.463 , 665, 

4. Mandalgarh 

" k», 

lal.. 

II, pp,463, 665, 

5. Bhadu 

~ k., 

W.A.. 

pp.228-9. 

6 . Pathavas 

~ k. , 

W.A.. 

pp.288-9* 
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Jagfra known to have been assigned in auba Ajmer 



1. Kaveli Ajmer - Mirza Sharfuddih (G.) T. Sadiq Khan (G.) (1571), 

T. Shaikh Muhammad Bukhari (G.) (1572), Sharif Anrali (J.) (1598), 
iiahabat Khan (J.) (1626-7), Bijay Singh Rathor, Gharib Das s/o Kaghunath 
Singh Rathor Gaitamia (J.) (1678), 4ubdat-ut Tawarikh. Mg. ff.148b, 
I75b-175a; Tarlkfr-1 Alfj , f.225; A.N .. vol. HI, p.744; T uzuk . p.42t; 

LiQiauri, vol. I, p.82; Waqa’l' Ajmer., pp.42, 47. 

2. ^ahrot - Rai Singh (J.) (1573), Raghunath Singh Mortis (J.) (1678), 
Iftikhar Khan (J.) (1678), Daloat Vilas . d, 23; Vigat . vol. II, p.425; 
Maqal Aimer . pp.46-7, 57, 62-3, 88 - 9 . 

3. Ral Magar ~ Raj Singh Gaur (W.J.) (l678), p rithi Singh 3/0 Raj Singh 
Gaur (W.J.) (l678). Vj aqal Ajmer . pp.2o, 71, 223, 380. 

4. Dharonda - Sakat Sin^t Chauhan (J.) (1678), Waqaj 1 Ajmer, pp.21, 43, I 92 , 
251-2, 326, 334. 

5. Masuda - Mohan Singh s/o Ajab Singh (W.G.) (l678), Kanaji and Geet Singh 
a/o Raghunath Singh Rathor (G.) (1678), b'dai Bhan (G.) d., (1678), Gujhar 
Singh s/o Surdas (l 6 ? 8 ). w aqai' Aimer, pp.25-6, 43 , 201-2 , 394-5, 396. 

* J denotes Gagjj, W.J. - wa$an jaglg, k.- Khalifa . royal zamihdar. 

16 «- zamindari . P.- pat fra . D.- died, and T.- transfer. 
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6 . Rnomagar - Man Singh 3/0 Poop Singh (J.) (1678), »>aqal' A.imgj, pp.33, 
71, 358. 

7. haraor - Fateh Singh 3/0 Dalpat Rathor Mortia (J.) (l67£), Sakat Singh 
Rathor (J.) (T.) (1678), ^.A *. PP.37 , 252. 

8 . Sarwar - Surat Singh Rathor (J.) (l678), Suraj Mai Qaur (J.) (l678), , 

.A .« pp.37, 89“90. 

9. J&bner - Hari Singh s/o ahojr&j (J.) (1678) (?•), Bijay Singh Ahankar 

and Araar Singh (l6?3), ^ . A. ■ pp.42, 26l. 

10. harmara - iiamath Kachwaha (J.) (l67c), «<.A .. p.42. 

11. Bahrana - Hathl Singh s/o Is&r Singh (J.) (1678). w.4... pp.45, 46-7. 

12. Kapiiras - Sujar. Singh (2.), K.A. , pp. 46 - 7 . 

13. Aekri - Jaswant Singh («?.) K. (1678), W « A ». p.74* 

14. Bahai - Jqawant Singh (J.), B.A. . p,74, 

15. Banzai - Jaswant Singh (J.) K., (l678), W.A .. pp.74, 238-9, 

16. Parbataar - Jaswant Singh (J.), T. - Abdul ^ahld and Saadullah (l678), 

T. - Muhkam Singh (1678 } (J •) > Muhkap Singh and Prlthl Singh (J.) 
( 1679 - 80 ). <£*£., PP.74, 83-4 , 33o, 358-9 , 377-8 , 471-2 , 532-3 , 637-8. 

17. Dakhivaa - Saniul (J.) (l678), w.A_,. pp.238-9* 

18. Bahnai - harain Das Achlav ( patfra ) (Jahangfr), Dpv1 Das (2.) (1678), 
tidal Bhan (d.), iesari Singh (d.;, Jagat Singh Rathor (J.), Bohd. Baqlr 
(J.;, D«vi Das (2.j k. (partly/ 1 , Suraj dal (<J.) of a mauzs of Bahnai. 
duhta Bain si re khyat . vol. I, p.64; W -.A.. 89“90, 200-201, 232 , 394-5, 


397, 398, 419-20, 538. 
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19 . Samel - Nahar Singh Rathor (J.) (l678), HjsA** PP.173“4. 

20. Saraura “ Man Singh 3/0 Roop Singh Rathor (J») (1678)* JilsA.* pp*l86~7» 

21. Janotha - Bijay Singh (<J.) (1678), ^*A .. p.l/87. 

22. Jharal - Syed Abdallah (J.) (1678), J2*A., p,200. 

23. Ramaar - Muhammad hashim (J.) (l67c ), *«A,. p.241. 

24. Ei ahangarh - Bari Singh (W.J.) d. Roop Sin^h, nephew of hart Singh ( 1644 ), 
Han Singh 3/0 Roop Singh (W.J.) (1678), LahauriT, vol. II, pt. I, p.373; 
Warla, t>.3o5; WA.. p.35c: y j r Vlnod * vol. XI, pr>. 520 ’“ 22 , 528. 

25. Tawtothl - Kar Sin^i Pas b/o Pratap Singh (J.) (1678)> M»A«, t po.392”3* 

26. Khaila - Bijay Singh Rathor 3/0 Pratap Sin^i (J.) (l678), ^.A« » p.436. 

2 7 . Toslna - Muhkam Singh (J.) ( 1678 ), on, 532-3, 674, 6?4; 

ItiL^iaod, 11 * P.1113. 

28. Amber - Man Singh (W..T.) J d. Shao Singh (W.J.) (l6l4)» d. Jai Singh 
(1637), d., Ram Singh (W.J.) (R.2.), A.K. . vol. II, p.339; Tuzuk . pp.l3o, 
146 , 337; Rahaurl, vol. X, pt. II, p.256; Farmans. Manshurs and Nishans. 
S.N 0 . 256 , old N 0 . 4 , p.40 (SAP.. Bikaner); Vlr Vinod. vol. II, pp.299*1296. 

29. Srinag ar - Jujhar Singh Panwar (J.) ( 1678 ), W.A., pp.4%, 496, 6)2-3. 

30. Araln - Man Singh (J.) K. (11 lac das) (l678), ".A. . p.35). 

31. b"oaa - Faisullah Shan (J.), Khatufr-l Ahlkaran (Persian) 3.Ho.lo54 
(SAR t Bikaner); Vakil Report, vol. I, p.l38, S.ho.891* old ho. 1339, 

19 th Jan. 1737 ( SAR . Bikaner). 

32. haralna - Haraln Das Khangarot (J.), Jai Singh (J.) (1632), Sur Singh 

(J.) ( 16 78), ILiJK., I, 304; Farmana. Manshnra and Njshans. S.Nq. 28. old 
ho.39, P.5. ( SAP.. Bikaner); .W^A*, pp,277, 328-9. 
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33. Barin - Debt Das Fathor (Z.) (l 6 ?£), 1*A., pp.396, 397-8, 419. 

34. Alanbhu - Gordhan Das Father Chundawat (Z.) (l67&), W»A« . p.405» 

35. Santla ** Man Singh (<J.j , T. - Shyain Singh Sjsodla (J.) (l 6 ? 9 “ 80 ), 

±i&±, p.553. 

36. Mangalwara - Naubat. Khan (J.) (l 6 ?C). 1LA., pp.65“6# 

37. B.^cho^a - Na.ubat- Khan (J.) (1678). W.A.. pn.65-6. 

38. DaS-Alhza." Karl. Singh (J.) (l678). ^.A« . p.187. 

39. Mpzabad ~ Jai Singh (J.). Ii.hau.H7, I, II, 234. 

40. Faushanri ir - «Jai Singh (J.) (1632), Farraana • ^anshur s and Nl sham. . 

3.Nc. 2£, old Ho.39, p.5 ( SAR. Bikaner). 

41. SaT^b har - dirza Zulqamain (« .) (1637-33). ; %ndy, II, pp. 240-1. 

MxksiLMaEthsstoc 

1. Toda - Nur Jahan (J.) (l6l7)> Fai Singh Siaodla (W.J.), d., k., v »an Singh 
s/o Ral. Singh (w.J.), ,T>l?J£Js» 188* A lasHmaina . rp.3o5, 336; Aad ab-j 
ilsnstei* f.278b; w*a * 5 pr>.4ll, 574; yir vinod. n, 33o-3l. 

?. Dria ra - Fateh Singh Naruka (^.} (l678), Mankoji Deccani (J.) (l67?-8o). 
WjjA., pp. 174-5, 371, 413. 

3. F-a.i Mahal - Haha Singh nf o Fai Singh (J.) (l679"8o), W .A.. p.4l6. 

4. D hawal - Biiay Sin^i & Syed. Hamid Khan (J.) (l 6 ? 8 ), jl|A«, p.428. 

5. Awah ~ BhagwantSlngh Hada (J.) (1678), W.A. . 41 O- 9 . 

6 . Kainwa - Syed HaicTd Khfe (J.) (16789, Kanha (Z.) (1678), Diia^ar Khan 
(J.) (1679-80), W.A., 428, 449 , 485, 518. 
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7 . fiaran ~ Jagwant Singh (<J.)> Prithi Sin?h (J.) k.> (l678), 3, 58 1, 

700-731. 

8 . Barb ara ~ Jaswant Singh (*J • J, Taj Singh s/o Sher Singh s/c Rata Daa Rotla 
(W.J.), Pragdas Gaur (J.), k., W.A,. 79 , 408^9, 575, 730-701. 

9 . Cha t jj y. - i'Hrza Raja Jai Singh { 16 ?7) k. > Iftikhar Khan (1678), T. - 
Tphawur Khan (J.) ( 1679 - 80 ), Darab Khar (J.), Abdur Rahim Khan («J.), 
b tshah - Bur Johan (SAP f Bijrar«r); hahauri, 1*11, p.248; « A . . 70, 85, 
88 -0, 168 , 195-6, 222 , 230-1. 

loc So i-pn r (Shaoptsr) - Manobar Pan Gaur (1678 -, W »A. . pr.239“40. 

11 . Palalta - -adbo Singh s/o Par Pat an (J.) (l63l), k., Iftildiar %ar (J) 

(i67p), LahaurT, i, 401; 4-5, €38-9; Ffh-Yinai, n, 112 . 

12. B angrol - Pray Das Gaur (J.) (l678), 4.A.. 700-701. 

13. Kota - Madho Sin^h s/o Rae Patan (W.J.) (l63l), Mohan Singh 3/0 Madho 
Singh (1636), k., Jagat Singh 3/0 Bukurd Singh ('•-.«>.), Lahauri, I, 401; 
fe.A.. 4-5; lit y inod . II, 112, 337, 1411. 

14. Kakor - M adho Sirgh ?/o Shpr Sirgh (4.) (l678), Fatah Singh Naruka (J&Z) 
(1678), w.A .. 3, 48-9, ? 6 ?, 416 . 

15» ” Bhoj (W.J.) (1585), ^30 Rat an (l6o7), d., Satarsal (W.J.) 

(l63l), dhao Singh n/c Pan Satanral (l658), lahauri, I, 401; Vlr Vinod . 
II, 337. 

16 . I 2 $?hzaj - V. ( 1678 ), jLfAi, 4-5. 

17c Rib an put - Jodh Singh s/o i5 i jay Singh (J,), k. (l678), w,A, , 4 - 5 . 

18. Kfeatidll “ k. (1678), Sujan Sinjb ( J »), k., >'.A. . 4-5, 39“40, 41. 
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19- Pad ar& - Kishan Singh (Z.) (1678), JLsAs.» 12 . 

20, h ahsasl ” Kai Chatid Saar (J.) (l678), *«.A« « p.48. 

21, ^o.-nldann - Jasu-ant Singh (J.) (1676), Pishore Singh («.) U678), 

%-5> 4o3. 

22, i'2 *a r - Shao Singh (j.) i1678), AsAjlj p.428. 

23, S h-^rjarii - Sardar Singh bora (**«) (l678)» 9 .A, . 5^5. 

24, Rq,wan1na - B-iram Sac >1 (2.) (l66?), ?. - ’"anchor Das, k. (1678), 


-■■ 'o jbarat „ ItJi P.--.; W 371* 

25- ^ g 'V ' r- abad - Iptikhar Phan (2.) (1678), 2.A, . 6?. 
26, fakl ab - PLao Singh (2.) (l6?8}, ■ .A. , 371. 


?7» DJ'gr hami - Bnlhhadra Sir.gh Gaur (2.) (1678), 


28. £?jm- Pragdss Oanr (2.) (l670), W.A. . 700-701. 

29« I&ropiUS “ ^ao Karl Singh O' .J.) (l636), 7*jr Yinod. I A, p,337. 

30. ijanthaahor - Surjan Para (lf 69 ), &r.irudh (l65k), Zftikhar Phan 

( <T .) (1678), I’ahevTvur Phan (l6‘^-fio.), Waris, p.260j 2ii-2iaod» P.110 

31. -'i’ll - SMa s/o Bithf.l D/it? (J.), *faris, p.2£2. 

32. Barp(la - Sbch M^arriad (2.) (1586), LdLu HI, p.512. 


Sark ar Jodhpur 

1- Jg^fcp. y g ~ u dal Singh (R.Z.) (1583), d., Suraj Singh (*i.J.) (1594), 
Sal Singh (1619), d., Jaswant Singh (R.Z.) (l6?7), £., k. -(l67g), 
Tr>d*r Singh, Aadab^jAXamgjj-j:, f.258b; Vi, gat. I, 87, II, 5, 77; 
rtaris, 278, 299; Jt*A., 78, 95, 183-4, 241, 268. 
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2. Pali - Udai - s/o Mukund das Chanpawat Rathor (£.), *»A.. 469; 

11, £ 36 - 7 . 

3. Pungarpmr - Rawal Khumar Singh (W.J.), Vjr Vinod . II, pp.744-5, 736, 1006. 

4. Phalodl - 3yraj Singh (J.) (l5?4), d., Sahal Singh s/o Suraj Singh, Gai 
Singh (J.) (1619} d., Jasvart. Singh (J.) (l637), Ar *ar- Singh (J.), 

VLSI, •*:, 94 , 1c6, 106, 1 9 5 , 9 ; lit JMU n, S18, 1765. 

5* Sit alm^r - Suraj Singh (S.) (lol5)» d.» Sabal Sir A 3/0 Soraj Singh (J.), 
Jai-^ant Singh (J.) (l637), Yjgat. . I, 94, H> 124. 

6 * Soiat - Ram R«i 3/0 haT/toc (J.) (1573). Ras Start an, Singh («J.) ( 1619 ), 
Mahabut Kh.ir (<J.) (I 60 ?v, Pin! Radi (J.) k., (l678), Ind<?r Singh (J.), 
Sajan Singh (d.j, Sgrs («.), A.ft. . HI, 33-5’; PaUi Sirhlndf, Ms,, 
r.64c; liffit, I/, 71, 96 , loc, 319-9C; ±t±-., 1C3-4, 245, 590, 604-5, 
641-9, 6?6-7; lu Jiwl, n, C17. 

7. I airman - Sdai Karan (d.)> Singh (J.) (1619), Eant Radi (J.), 

X. (l67£), Sujan ->ingh (J.), Ird*»r Singh (J,), A,W.. Ill, 136-7; 
lipt, 1, 95; 1O-4, 245a 47&, 53o. 

£. 44as. ~ i-eiiia (J.) (1676 ), Re 596, 595-6, 646-9, 

9* R said la - xnder singh (J.; (l67E), Pnda and Kushal Sirsjh (Z.), 


isAx s p.6ol. 

1C. a sop - 3ura;j Mai (R.) (lt>7£7, ■ ! .< ??7. 

11. hAdpyr a - Aonal Das (*-.) ( 16 TJ, 3SO. 

12. ib»- Sanjraa Hugh (4J.) (tf-TP), 6.\«. 374-5, 3£2-3. 

13. Xawuherfa -■ Refchi Sing], -?/o Jogi Pas PsrwSr (s.) s., k. (1678), 191. 
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14. S-hfana - Gaj Oingh (J.) (I 0 I 9 ), d. k., «Taspjaafc Singh (J.) (1637), <*•» k.- 
(l67c), Ayu T al'jb (J.), Viirat . II, 221, I, lo6j W^U, 19). 

15. KlK-rff-: — .Usui 3ingh Ratbor (J.) (1678), A ? .4.. 172, 45b. 

15. fra3i7.ii - --'.ana Singh (2.; (l67£), djtA±» 248^*9. 

17. ; C1o78), w.A t . 164 . 

12, i -ankvn r a3 (&icraa) ~ 3a-ill "lijgh Rather (J.) (l67p;). w’.A,. 424. 

19. fatta iahfrva - ;-ori IK> b/o ^iKr ill (2.) ( 1678 /, ; .A,. 27r>71, 382-3. 

20 . brv4 - Achla, tv>im, Rur.Ka (J.) (157?*80), A*!!** HI, 326-7* 


3grka r. Mgam 


1 . frgrt.a - 3-io’iq <Q;ar: (J.) (I571j, haja Bbfra (J.), Prince Parwaz (J.) (1623), 

■'■v’a Oaj Singh (1632-3}, k., (lo?c)> Frith i Hc;;h ( : '-») (l67c/, Saadullah 
(I.), *»rlkg-l Alii, f.225; ksir ai r? kirri t, I, 3l; Peter %ndy, II, 245; 
ikililzJ J&aa&i, T , 333; ^ sI:*..lnj 5 Cri~t Ions cf R ajasth an. 107-7; 

Itia* C9-90, HP, 377; v lL3 >_, ii, - 3 ; I, 3l; VjxJi^, n, 00-31. 

2. Lsfcghsaa - X’.'b: * 3;i.i (2.;, farwatiq. -arsh ura gjgj Mtahana, 

90 31 . 

3. i&&3ftl»L - *bdvl bairl:-: <aya*a Hhat.r (2.), AK'f 4bah 9Tyam Khanf" (2.), 

Jbtis, 180 ; Par«an 3 _. )7 ^l/ura a rr' J*j ahans . 90 ) 1 . 

4. Aa^rsar - K. (l672), IftiVbrTr iiLan («./ (l6?£.}, Raghuriath Merti? (J.), 

Srjan Singh, Kesari >ittgh ShfMdiavat, Badri. 3frjgh Tahawmir Khan, 

(J.) (1679-80), r.A.. 57 , 65, 75, Cf-9, 160, 195-6. 
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5. Kaall - K. (l678), Puran Mai & Jagat Singh (Z.), Puran Mai Shekhawat 

(W.J.), tijA., 57, 65, 71, 209 . 

6 . Knlcarvana - (?aran Mai Shekhawat (J.) (1678), W.A.. 209* 

7* Mandh a - Kesari Singh KhandPla (Z.), Stjay Singh 3/0 Achal Das (J.) 
(1678), Wait, 217. 

8 . Manoharou r - Anand Chand (Z.), W«A .. 45. 

9. M imdri - Raghunath Singh Rathor (J.) (l678), W.A. . 61. 

10. Khatu - Raghunath Singh Rathor (J.) (l678), M.A., 69 . 

11. Banaswa - Dindar Qayam Khani (J.) (l678), w .A. . 65, 66. 

12. hhamot - Duda Jagraal (Z # ), M.A,« 65, 66* 

13. Manihi - Raj Singh 3/0 Pratap Singh 3/0 Qopal Das Mertia H.J.), 

*.A*. 257-8. 

14. Su jar - Iftikhsr K han (J*) (1678), IsLAtt 68-7t). 

15. Ra gaur - Mohd. ^uli Khan Barlas (J.) (1557) 1*., *Mrza Sharfiiddih (J.) 

(l56o), T « husain Wul-T Beg 3/0 Wall Beg Zulqadir (J.) (1563), Sadiq Khan 
(J.), T. Rai Singh (J.) (1573), Dalpat 3/0 Rai Singh (J.), T. Kanwar 
Jagat Singh (J.) Amar Singh (J.), Qaj Singh (J.) d. Jaswant Singh (J.) 
(1637), Inder Singh (W.J.), Amar Singh (J.), Daulat Khan (J.) (l645)> 
Muhkara Singh s/o Inder Singh ( *.J.), A.N.. II, %, 128, 194“5, 

lAgitfcl AJXi, f.225; Tabaqat-l Akbari . 259"6o; Anfa-ul Akhbar . f.148; 
Tarikh-i M aadan-1 A fchbar-i Ahmadf. II, f.107a; Dalpat ^llas . 23; 
Lahaurf, II, I, 382 , 3c9; W>A*,* 195-6; Vjgat. II, 168 , 422. 



112 ~ 


3arkar Chittor 

1. _Iar - K. ( 1679 ), BJLJLined, 11 » 463, 66^. 

2. Mandal - K. ( 1679 ), Han Singh s/o Rup Singh (J.), K., Abdul Wahid s/o 
fiadi Dad Khan (J.), Pari Singh Uhundawat (h.), Fateh Singh Chundawat 
etc. (^.), Paroath Kachwaha (J.), W.A.. 228”9, 256, 330, 405, 49^-4, 

540; YlrJlnod, 11 , 463, 665. 

3. Badnor - Haharana Amar Singh (J.), Ran a Raj Singh (J.), Jagwant Singh 
(J.), k., M.K .. I, 29 ; Vfr Vinod . II, 443-4, 463, o65. 

4. Ramnura - Ra 0 Sopal Singh (R.Z.), ?ir Vinod . II, 756, 987. 

5. Sanera - Shim Sinefr a/o Raj Singh M aha ran a (J.), Vir Vinod . II, 609,1228. 

6. Khaiurl (near Rampura) - Rao Pathi Singh (W.J.), Lahauri, I, II, 222. 

7. Mandalgarh - Rana Amar Singh (J.), Roop Sin^i (J.) ( 1654 ), Ran* Jai 
Singh (J.), k., Vakil Report. I, 90, s .No.575, old N o *970; atiL, I, 

29; 1*7*, II, 463 , 435. 

8* Udaipur - R«ia Amar Singh (W.J.) (l6l5), Karan Singh (l62o), «*agat 

Singh (l62£), Rana Raj Sin#i (F-.Z.) (l6.53), Rana Jai Sin^i (P.Z.) (l68o), 
-If-iteBaZl, I, 98 , S.No.625, old No. 1009 , 13th June 1695; Vir Vinod. II, 
237, 269 , 315 , 401, 645 . 

9 . Rarvu - Raj Singh (J.), Ratan s/o Han Singh Chundawat (2.), W.A. f 220**9. 

10. Koaithal - Rana Raj Singh (2.), W.A. . %o» 

11. Sanwarghat l - Pratap Singh s/o Sunder Bas (W.J.), W.A. . 169 , 226. 

12. Bhalngror - Gaj Singh Hada (Z.), W*A., 495 . 

13. Parr a - Rana Raj Singh (J.), W.A .. 394* 
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14. Phulia - Amar Singh (J.), **adho Singh Sisodla (J.), partly Anoop Singh 
grand s/o Amar Singh (J.), *Unha s/o ^adho Singh (J.), N»A^ 187, 227, 
250, 398 , 403. 

15. Aotha i - Ram Singh (2.), W.A.. 398 # 

16. Sawar ~ Fratap Singh s/o Sundar Das Sisodla (J.), k., W.A. . pp.4C7-8,A09. 

17. Da sawar - Kana Raj Singh (2.), * .A.. 477“8. 

18. Rahul a - Ram Singh Chundawat (2.), u .A.. 436-7* 

19* ^asrecha - Anoop Sinefc s/o Rai Singh (J.), W.A. . 4C9* 

20. £hada - k., Rana Raj Singh $1678), K.A.,. 228~9» 394. 

21. Pathavas - K., N.A. . 226-9. 

22. Snahpura - Sujan Singh (J.) (1656-57), Y ir Vlnod, II, 414-15. 

23. Jaipur ~ Bithal Das (J.), Rawat Megh (P.), Jai Singh (l658), 

Naina 1 re ichvat. I, 63; Labaurf, II, 374; Parmans. ^anshurs and jjlahJLa , 
P.24; Vfr Vinod. II, 325. 

24. Nimach and Jiran - Amar Singh (J.). Nfljjaal re khyat. I. 2Q. 

Inder Singh (l6??), Vfr Vinod . II, 463. 

s *rk$T 3 lrofai 

1. SiTQhi - Dairy Sal (2.), -S.A. . 674; V.V. . II, 113. 

2. oangwara - Rawal Pratap (J.) (15?8), Rana Amar Singh (J.) (1615), ^awal 
Samarsi s/o Rawal Ddai Singh (2.) (l6l7), Rawal Ajab Singh ( 2 .), 
lasab ’88; bJL> n, 156, 73o, 749, # 2 . 
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3. Sanr.hor - Suraj Singh (J«), d., Saj Singh («J.) d., *?aswant- Singh (J,),T,- 
Ram Singh 3/0 i-i uhkara Singh Rathor (J.), 7.— Fateh Khan (<J«), 7.- Ram 
Singh s/o Rat&n Singh (J.), 7.— Fateh Khan, Vi^at . I, I06, II, 36l, 419? 

4. bailor - Gajni Khan (W.J.), Pshar s/o Gajni Khan, Haheah Das Rathor (1643) 

Sisodie Bhijn (J.), Jaswant Singh (J.), 7.- Surjan Singh (J.), 7,- 
i'atfth Khan Kamal Khan (J.), i&m Singh (J.), Bahlol Khan (J.), Fateh K 
Jalort (J*), Fuzuk . 174; Bahaurl, XI, I, 306; .U ., HI, 445; 

Vi gat. I, pp. 106 , 129“3o, IX, 415, 419; JLtlL* £32-33. 

5* D nngarour - Rawal Askaran (I.) (1576), V.V.. XI, 1^3, 736. 

6 . Bh^nmal - Jaswant Singh (J.), Sujan Singh Rathor (J.), Fateh Khan (J»), 
hm Singh (J.), Vlg&t . II, 418-19* 

7. J2d - Bahlol Afghan and Brothers (J.) (1678-79)> W.A., 528-9. 

8. Pratapgarh ~ J aswant Singh (W.J.) (1622), Vlr Vlno d. II, 1057. 


Sarkar Bikaner 


1. Bikaner - Rao Kalyan Singh (W.J.) (l57o), Rao Rat Singh (’*• .J .) (1576), 
Dalpat Singh (W.J.) (16II), Rao Sur Singh (W.J.) (l6l3), Rao Karan (W.J.) 
(l63l), Anoop Singh (W.J.) (1669), Svaroop Singh (W.J.) (1698), Sujan 
Slngn (W.J.) (I7t)0), Tabacat-i Akfrarl . 252; T uzuk. I06, 1-W; Lahauri, 

II, Pt. I, 382; Yir Vlnod . II, 295, 296, 298, 484-931. 

2. fjehksran " Rawal Amar Singh (J.) (1678), W.A .. 177, 193; Vi.gat . II, 3oO; 

l&cJjjaad, n, 1765. 

3. Jaisalmer - Bari Raj (W.J.) (1561), d., Bhim (W.J.) (1578), Rawal Kalyan 
(W.J.) (1614), Manohar Das (W.J.) (1627), Ram Chand (W.J.) (1649), Sabal 
Singh (W.J.) (1651), Rawal Amar Singh (W.J.) (1701), T U aak. 163; W a >is,197; 
Wait, 177, 193; Vlr Vinod . II, 3oo-3oi, 1763-65. 
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Chapter VII 


LAND itS VENUE AND OTHER TAXES 


1 . Magnitude of the land-revenue 

In the suba of Ajmer, the land revenue (mal ). exacted on behalf 
of the state, was called bhog . bato. lagan , annva . etc., in local revenue 
terminology. There was no uniform pattern of land revenue assessment and 
collection in the whole suba. but it varied from tract to tract and differed 
in relation to different categories of revenue payers in the same locality. 
Though it was the general practice to divide the produce equally between 
the state and the ra’tvat. the net share of the cultivator did not often 
exceed two-fifths of the produce after deducting the dues of the village, 

and the perquisites of the gamin go. chaudhurf. pat el and patwari . ^ 

* / 

Wherever simple crop-sharing was in vogue, one half of the 
produce was exacted from peasants in the harvests of rabi L (unhalu - spring) 
as well as kharif (sivalu - autumn; In eastern Rajasthan. Documentary 
evidence exists to show that half of the produce was collected by the state 
in the parganas Mal&raa, Cbetsu, N'araina, Bahatri and Jaitpur under the 


1 . James Tod, Annals and Antiquiti es of Rajasthan . second ed.. 
New Delhi, 1971, H, pp ^29 , 433 -L. 
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sharing system/ In oarganaa Tonk and Udaipur, one-third of the produce 

was collected from the peasants in both rabj 1, and Ifoarlf harvests* In 

Western Rajasthan, lower rates appear to have prevailed. According to 

Rains!, in nargana M«rta, one-third of the produce was collected from rabf 

3 

harvest and one-half from khar if. In nargana Pokaran ordinary peasants 

L m 

paid a fourth and two-ninths of the produce in rabi harvest. The testimony 
of the revenue documents of the 1?tn century is in direct contradiction to 
the Ain-i Akbarl. uhich says that only one-seventh or cne-eighth of the 
produce was taken from the peasants in the suba of Ajmer. This stfttemerfc 
could only have been true, if at. all, of the desert areas. So far, however, 
no evidence of such low rates has turned up from any locality of Rajasthan. 
Sven in Uaisalmer, l/5 of the produce was collected from rabi harvest and 
£ from kharif harvest/* 

The difference in the magnitude of land-revenue between ^astern 


1. Arhsatta s of par ganaa Halaroa, Chatsu, Raraina, Bahatri and Uaitpur; 
Tod, II, p.433. 

2. Vakil Rep or t (Persian), Ro»92> Register No.15b, SAR. Bikaner; 

H uht,a Rajpal r« Mayat.i i, p.35. 

3. Vlgat, II, pp. 96 - 7 ; see also Bhanwar Aadani, 'Economic Conditions in 
parga p a Mertn (Rajasthan) c,"i65d-63 A.D.*. IHC . Aligarh, 1975* P.218. 

4. Vjg gl, II, p.326. 

5. hski p.505; The Azaria n,.System P f ^ughal India , p.193. 


6 . Mainsl re. khyat . II, p.5> In Uaisalmer, the land-revenue was from one- 
fifth to one-seventh of the produce. It was paid in kind. Tod, II, p.226. 
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and Western Rajputana may also possibly be owing to the difference in 
productivity between the two regions. The land of Eastern Rajputana was 

•j 

compratively more fertile than that of western Rajputana. 

hot only were tnere Intor-regional variations in revenue-rates; 
they also varied in the same locality according to the class or caste of 

the revenue payors. 

In pargana hokaran, the land-revenue was taken at one—fourth to 

one-fifth from the banlas and mahalans in the pabi‘ harvest, while cne-fourth 

and two-ninths was collected from the peasants, It seems, however, that 

the same share was taken from the banlas and ma hajana as well as from the 

peasants on tho articles such as vegetables, tobacco and onion; and here 

2 

the state’s share was uniformly on-—fourth. 

The par gapa officials - c haudhuria end qanung os were also charged 

3 

land-revenue at lower rate than the peasants. Similarly, in Eastern 
Rajputana, the land-revenue was exacted on concessional-rates from the 
banias and mahajan a. In one oa rgana of r astem Rajasthan, the brahmans 


1. Shaikh *'arid Rhakkarl, ^aknirat-al AfewanTp , &3. oulaiman Collection, 
Azad library, Aligarh, ed. ^oinul Haq, Pakistan Hist, or leal Society, 
Karachi, 1961 , p.lQb, 

2 . tfigat. II, p,326. 

3. Paat,ur-ul amal or ( amal da star par gaps Fhffgi, 16^1 A.D., cited by 
S.P. Gupta, ’Mew evidence on Agrarian and Rural taxation In Eastern 
Rajasthan’ (l?th - letb centuries), IHC . Aligarh, 1975# P.234. 




and the banias paid onthird in kharlf whereas the McMIfl were paid at 
the rate of one-fourth. 1 2 in rahl 'too the brahmans and Jaaiiiaa were granted 
concessional r fl tes. The rate on baira was reduced to two-fifths from one- 
half and to one-third from two-fifths for those cultivators who had brought 
the cultivation of the lands of bajra in J n one village the ’begaxal 

paid a third of their crop; while the ja£& paid from Rs.lo/" to Ra.2o/~ a 
family. 3 4 5 


4 

The zabtr system existed in eastern as well as in we stem Rajasthan. 

' >* 

lor eastern Raj put an a we have a dastur-al aga T l of nargana 3anganer of dated 


tv 

1702-03 A.D, According to the dastur . zabtr rates per b fg ha were as follows: 


Cj32Ja 

Rates jnr bjgM. 

San (sunn-hemp) 

Rs. 1.5b 

dahandi khutta (henna) 

1.75 

tobacco 

4.5o 

indigo (nantl crop) 

4.50 


1.75 

savno, kakadi, karela, tinda, petnya, yam 

1.25 (irrigated by river and 

betel leaves 

7.00 Ra.1.00 If irrigated by 

Gud£«rin(sugar cane) 

7.00 well) 

m#b. -guwar 

3.00 (irrigated by well) 

cotton (first quality) 

2.25 

,, (second ,, ) 

2.00 

,, (irrigated by p ilv^r or e well) 

1.5b 

makkS,. IsjwjEl 

1.75 

vegetables 

2 . 0 c 

brinjal 

2.00 


1. Ibid .: Satish Chandra and Dilbagh Singh, ’Structure and Stratification In 
the tillage Society In ^astern Pajasthar®, IRC , Huzaffarpur, 1972, 196-203. 

2. ibid . 

3. Captain. F.W. Povlett, Powlett’s Gazetteer 1874, reprinted at the govern¬ 
ment press, Bikaner, 1932, BAR , p, 106 . 

4. Ain. p.5b3; Arhaattas: Ireland and leueuf Alj . ’Akbtr’a land revenue 

system aa described in the Ain-i Akbarl ’. The Journal of the Royal Asiati c 
Societv f 1918, pn.29-30; Rajasthan Distt. Gazetteer , Tpnk,, pub. Government 
Central Press, Jaipur, 1970, p.172. 

5. Pastur-al^amal per gar a Sanganer . cited by V.3. Bhatnagar, Rife and Tjiaes 
of Sawai Jaj Singh . 16&M743, Delhi, 1974, p.291. 
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In Pariana Sojat, according to ^uhta Nain si, on cotton (van) the 

atate share was Rs.1.25 to Rs.1.^5 per bigha. In Bundi, the state share 

on cotton was Rs.1.5b oar bigha . 1 Further it seems that to increase the 

production of cotton, lower rate was charged from larger cultivators of 

3oo to SbO bighas in 1670 A.D. On each bigha tinder wheat, the rate was 

2 

Re.1.00 to Rs.1.5b. 

3 

On vegetables Re.0.5b per bigha was levied on the peasants. 

Therefore if we compare the zabti rates between ^astern and 
Western Rajputana, we would find that in western Rajputana, lower rates 
were charged from the peasants. For example on vegetable per bigha Re.0.53 
were charged in nargana Sojat wh^le in pargana Sahganer Re.1.00 to Rs.2.00 
per bigha w ere charged. In the case of cotton, Rs.1.50 to Rs.2.25 (depending 
on the quality of land and irrigation) per bigha were charged in ^astern 
Rajasthan, while in Western Rajasthan, the rate ranged from Rs.1.25 to 1.5b 
per bi gha. Thus the pattern of difference in revenue burden (in terms of 
total produce) is the same in the zabti system as well as in the sharing 
system. 


1. NainsI re khvat . I, p.1l6, 

2. .VJLg&L, I, 395-7. 

3* Ibid .. 398. 




- 120 - 


2. Methods of Assessment, 

There were two main harvests In Rajasthan - kharif (autumn) and 
rabl ( spring). The main jins! crops under khari f were balra . jjaHST* JSC&Ij 
urd . iming . and til while chola. sugai—cane, cotton, vegetables, indigo, 
tobacco and makka were the most important aabtr crops. ^ 

Urxier rabi. the principal llnsi crops were barley, wheat, gram, 
bal Ihrl (barley and gram sown together) and sarson . Wheat and barley were 
also sown together ( gojhai). and so were wheat and gram ( gochanl ). These 
too appeared as llnsi crops. The zabti crops included vegetables, china. 

r 

2 

tobacco and alwaln. 

In fixing the state’s demand in respect of different crops, a 
number of factors were taken into account. These were the crop sown, the 
quality of the soil, the source or means of irrigation, the location of the 
field, the status of the revenue-payer. 

The assessment was carried out under the supervision of the 
amlls and with the help of the records maintained by the aanungos and 
patwarls . but the responsibility for the collection of th^ revenue from a 


1. Arhsatta s of pargana s Chatsu, Malarna, Jaitpur and Raraina; 
Muhta Rain at re lcfavat. II, p.5. 

2. Arhsattas ; Muhta Main s! re khvat . I, pp.228, 9k • 
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village was that of the pat el . 1 2 3 4 The ralvat of a village paid revenue 

2 

through him. 

The following ntod.es of assessment were common in Rajasthan - 

Theoretically, crop-sharing should have involved no assessment. 

One would proceed directly to the act of collection, i*e. the division of 

the actual crop, ^ut the method of crop-sharing known in Persian as 

ghalla bakhahi and in Rajasthani bat ai or bhaoli often involved, besides 

a division cm the threshing floor (lata), a simple demand for revenue in 

kind, based on an estimation of the total produce (kankut ). fn the latter 

case, assessment had to precede actual collection. The larger portion of 

the auba of Ajmer was under the bataj system,^ The system was applied 

food 

mainly in respect, of/grain si ba j ra f jo war , makka. barley, gram, til, .b.aljtjrj, 

gfi£hani. 


We have already discussed the share of the produce claimed for 
the state under crop-sharing. 

Crop-3harlng was generally preferred by the peasants because they 


1. Dilhagh Singh, 'Position of the Patel in Eastern Rajputana during the 
Eighteenth Century', Ih£ , Jabalpur, 1970, vol. I, pr.360-66. 

2. Tod, vol. Ii, p.429* 

3. Rajastha n district. Gazetteers . T on k, p.172, SAR, Bikaner. 

4. Ain f I, p.5b5; w aqai l Ajmer . pp.114, 4*8, 451-2; For the detailed study 
of gfaalla-bakhshT system, see ' The Agrarian System of MughalIndia f 
PP.197-8, 215, 218-22. 




were able to shar" th n risks of th® seasons* ^ut for the authorities, the 
division of actual crop was an expensive proceeding, involving the employ¬ 
ment of a large staff, especially numerous watchmen * 1 

Thus ther° was, within th n system of crop- 3 haring, an official 

preference for kankut. which did away with the division of th® actual crop. 

This method called for the preparation of an estimate of the quantity of 

the standing crop by the officials. If the cultivator thought that his 

crop was over-estimated, he had the power to cut it and weigh it in sample 

2 

plots; and this was known as lata (measurement of the grain). There was, 
of course, the possibility that the peasants might think to bribe the 
assessing officer, in order to persuade him to prepare a wrong estimate 
( kuht ). 


The aabt. known in Rajasthan bigfaori (or rev°nue-rate levied 
'blgha- wisa 1 ) was a far more prominent method of assessment in the Mughal 
period. The crops assessed according to zabti were assessed in terms of 
money per blgha . The main zabtf crops were - sugar-cane, cotton, hemp, 
tobacco, mehndi. indigo, chela . mung . moth , urd . wheat, ajaain. vegetables, 
poppy, al, ginger, turmeric and other dy®s and drugs and all garden stuffs. 


1* ilB# I# 266; The Agrar ian System of Mughal India , p. 199 . 

2 . Tod, II, 433-4. 

3. Arhsattas of pargan^s I'hatsu, -ialarna, *Jaitpur, ^shatri, Raraina etc., 
5.P. Gupta, 'The Pattern of Agricultural Production in the Te rr itories 
of Amber (c.l65b-175o)’, IhC. i 960 , pp,244“^4. 
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The «aht^ system existed In Sast Q m as well as in Western 

Rajasthan . 1 According to a dastur-al amftl of RargSM. Sanganer C g a d a c 

2 

Ajmer) of 1702-3 A.D., the zabtf rates per bigha were as follows: 

Crop rate perJp.Igh&_ 


san (sunn - hemp) Rs. 

mahandi khutA (Henna) 
tobacco 

indigo (naatl crop) 

,> (letfel ,, ) 

jayna> kax ad i, M r f-l A i Mad&» 

rnSsn s» yssL 

betel leaves 
-gudgarin (sugar-cane) 
noth, guwai 1 

cotton (first quality) 

,, (second ,, ) 

cotton (irrigated by river or a well) 
-1«wari 
vegetables 
brinjal 


1.50 

1.75 

4.5b 

4.5b 

1.75 

1.25 (irrigated by river and Re. 1.00 

if irrigated by well) 

7.00 

7.0b 

3.00 (irrigated by well) 

2.25 
2.00 
1.50 
1.75 
2.00 
2.00 


1. Ain. I, p.503; Arhsatt as; Ireland and lousuf An, 'Akbar's land 
revenue system as described in the Afar-i Akbarl 1 . JRA3 . I 9 I 8 , pp.29~3o; 

Rajasthan District Gazetteers. Tcnk, p.172. Saran (p.293) is wrong 
to state that the sabti system could have existed nowhere else (if 
at all it did exisi) except in the sarkar of Nagaur and a few mahala 
of Ajmer. 

2. Dastur-al Wl oargana dahganer . cited in Life and Times of Sawai Jai 
Singh , p.291; In Kota and Dundi five to ten rupees per bieha were 
demanded for sugar-cane, three to five for cotton, poppy, hemp and 
oil-plant; and two to four for the rest. Tod, II, 433-4. Kainsrre 
kfavat. I, p. 116 . 
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We fixiri in Arhaattaa that cash-ratea per bfgha w a re worked out 

for the Whardf and rabi 'harvests separately. Due to the quality of the 

soil, the different rates of demand were assessed under zabti. ?he important 

difference between zabt and kankut was that under kankut the assessment was 

in kind, arid at least- theoretically linked to the current harvest, whereas 

under zabt the demand bore no relationship to the harvest of any particular 

year."* hut provision was made for crop-failure by remitting revenue on 

2 

part of the area, such area being designated nabud. 

-besides these methods of assessment, the following systems also 
existed in Rajasthan - 

The Ml®, or bllmukta (Fersian bi-1 T rnnta t ) was the assessment of 
the holding in a fixed amount, payable year after year. Irrespective of 
crop. Saaadlar or ha loot was assessment in cash per plough; when levied 
in kind p*r plough it was called jinswar . In ?onk proper bilmukta (bi-1 muflt a) 
was the usual form. But land crops like iowar. tll f wheat, gram and barley 
paid by lata (actual crop-sharing ) while makka (maize), cotton, gur, sugar- 

3 

cane, haira. mnt-ft. opium and sir a (cumin) were assessed In cash# 


1. I-.A. Siddlqi, 


Bombay, 1970, p.5l. 


jer the I iughals .( 17001750), 


Chatsu, sam. 1787, PP.184, 19&. 


Gazetteers. T 0 nk, p.172# 
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3. Taxes and Oas e s othe r tha n Land-reven uq. 

In Rajasthan taxes and cesses other than land-revenue were called 
lag-bag* dan . aalr jlhat and kharach-bhog . * ortunately, we get much Informa¬ 
tion regarding the censes in -*uhfca hainsida ^arwar ra oargana rl vlgat as 
well as in A ghast t as of various p arganas, khasra documents and roznama . 

These sources give the detailed Information regarding the cesses and their 
rates. The cesses, however, showed much regional variations. 

We find the following cesses levied in eastern Rajasthan? 

Patvara - The f- -• "or patwari . The charges ranged from 12^ takas t o 15 
takas per rupee. 

2 

Ghaillie - This was a tax on goats. 

&at»a - Pee as centage of mal. on account of survey (mana) operations, 
actual or pretended* 

Kavali or P 3 ^ to (weigh-man). 

G^ngtiri Gehna - Grain presented to the watch-man ( shahns. ) posted to guard the 
standing harvest of village, so that none might remove it before the sharing 

or Jastai. 4 

I 

1 . ArhaatJA. RS££SM ^ahatri. 

3 . Ar.&aa£i&> &£2*m c hatsu. 

4 . Arhaat_t& , RacgaiaJialarna. 
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JhnpH - Tax on huts. Th- rat- varies from As. g to As. 12. But on thp 
jhuori of beearla a tax of As.5 was taken.^ 

Roziha tappadar - Fixed daily allowance of revenue-collector of a tapp a 

2 

U a ppa da r). 

Ftchotri - Tax equal to 5 % of land tax. 

3arh i - A cess imposed only on land cinder zabll . 

Tehaildari - Revenue-collector’s x'ee. The rate was 2? takas per hundred 
rupees of land-tax, 

, - 4 

dhuiuia - 1 taka per rupee as share was taken. 

Dastur qanun^o f chautihuri - The rate was one seer per m&und of grain produced, 

Farohj - Income from levies additional to that from the sanctioned taxes and 
cesses. In roznama. the total firohl income is given and then it. is broken 
up in various categories such as tax levied on grain-sellers and fines 
imposed on owners of the buffaloes causing loss of crops in others’ fields. 

1. Arhaatta , pargana Naraina, 

2 . AEka&Jab pareana bahatri. 

3 T Ibid. 

4. Mi&al.xs. itossL, I , p*H6. 
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The income of Q asur was included in firohi . 

Rahdari or man* rahdari - It. was a tax charged on goods. The rahdarl cess 
varied from place to place. In oargana Masuda four annas were levied on a 
camel, but elsewhere the rat° was five annas and 3 oravwhere even five and 

2 3 

half annas . Although Aurangzeb had abolished t.h° rahdairi tax, it was 
collected in the suba of Ajmer. In khatut-i ahlkaran dated 12th September 
1683, we find that 3? takas were charged as rahdari presumably in the 

4 

territory of Amber. 

In Sambhar, baniaras and merchants of salt lodged a complaint with 
Muhammad Arif, amih , against the rahdarT cess, but even so it went on 


1. Arhaatta . pargana Chatsu, 3.P, Gupta (The System of Rural Taxation 
in ^astern Rajasthan 0.1665-1750. IRC , p.286, lvi uzaffarpur, 1972) 
might have confused the firohi cesses with qasur etc.; G.D. Sharma, 
(Agricultural Taxes in ilarvar during the reign of Jaswant Singh, 
1636-1678 A.D., Rajasthan history Congres s, Beawar, 1973) explains 
that firohi was paid by the peasants to the kanvaries or guard-men 
who watched and protected their crops; In Rajasthani Sabad Roa 
(dictionary), Jodhpur, vol. HI, p.2723, farohi is described as the 
tax which was levied on milch animals in Marwar. Furuhi seems to be 
a colloquial form of furu*i . see, Steingass, Persi arr-Fneliah 

Dictionary , p. 924 . 

2. Vakil Report .no.21. 44; Rhatui^i Ahlkaran (Persian) 1685* 3.ho. 229 , 
3AR. Bikaner. 

3. jaga'i Ajmer., P. 5b 1 r j*uahal Administration, p.82. 

4. Ahatut-i Ahlkaran . 3.I\io.l3l, 3AR . Bikaner; The Fn-lish Factorie s. 

IX, 113-14. 
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1 

being levied. 

2 

G&aghsaarX -(cattle tax) - It was remitted by Akbar, but in practice conti¬ 
nued to be levied. Later on Aurangzeb also abolished this tax, but again 
with little effect in practice. When the mutasaddi of Sawai Jai 3ingh 
collected taxes on the purchase and sale of cows, the vakil wrote to the 
maharaja to stop this illegal practice. 

Kbut - Khut or khunt was fixed at th° rate of Rs.2*50 upon each plough 

< i 6 

in nargana Phagj. In nargana Sanganer, the rate was he.1/- per plough. 

In Western Rajputana, it. was Rs.3/- to Rs.3t/- per plough when imposed 

7 

on Rajputs. 


1 . In nargana Sainbhar it was levied as follows!- 

items rate 

100 cows Re. yF 

1 camel 1 tanka 

1 horse § dam WaqaV Aimer . pp.54, 196 . 

2. Ain . I, p.301; see also, T he Agrarian System of Wqghal Ind ia, p.244. 

3. Waqar Ajmer , pp.63-4, 173. 

4. Aradasht . 3.No. 126 , old No. 549» 3AK . Bikaner. 

5. Dastur-al t amal and' amal dastur pargana Phagi, I 69 I; cited by S.P. 

Gupta, *N'e W Evidence on Agrarian and Rural Taxation in T as tern Rajasthar 
IRC . Aligarh, I 975 . 

6 . Safavat Khaaana . s.1784, JSA . cited in ’ Life and Timea Q f Sawai Jai 
Singh , p.300. 


7. Vigat. II, p.326. 
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Salt - O n the production of salt, the state share was sometimes as and 

1 

sometimes i of the total produce. 

Garble - It weems that a tax was levied on the quarrying of marble. In 

2 

1651, Shah Jahan asked ^irza' Raja Jai Singh to remit the tax on marble. 

Other taxes levied included sarh athotri. ekotrl. niro tri. 

3 

bichot^i which have been discussed by S.P, Gupta, but whose precise nature 
is still unclear. 

We find references to still other cesses such as ghanl (charges 
from oil manufacturers per ghanl ). chhapa (charges on cloth printings), 
transit duty on vegetables, kadab (duty on the stakes of juwar or ba.lr.a ). 
duty on dye 3 brought for sale etc. Also one seer of oil was charged from 

4 

each oil press on the Bipawali wnen earthen lamps were lighted in the town. 

In Western Rajasthan, we find evidence for the following cesses 
other than land revenueJ 


1 . y igat. II, p.36. 

2. ithatut-i Ahlkaran (Persian), S.Ro.b, SAK . Bikaner. 

3. Gee Arhsattas of parganas Malarna, Chatsu, Raraina, Jaitpur and 
Bahatri; for detailed study, see, S.P. Gupta, 'New ^vid^nce on 
Agrarian and Rural Taxation in ^astern Rajasthan, IRC , Aligarh, 1975* 

4. Dastur-al c amal pargana Sanganer . p.24; cited in Rife and Times of 
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Sereno ? It was an important cess. It. amounted geer on a maund of grain 
produced. ^ 


ML* This was also known as hu,idar r i bal . The cess 

the 

expenses of th® state army. It was charred at/nat® of 

2 

villages and Rs.25/ - from large villages. Later on, 

■*> 

Ls.5/“ and Rs.lo/ - respectively.'' 


levied to meet th® 
Rs.2o/" from the smell 
it was reduced to 


A tax on cattle. 

5 


of the tax on the various animals. 


Muhta hainsT has given the rates 


Dum alp: It was collected from each house of the village. 


Milan o* Cess taken as rresent or nazr offered to the hakim (revenue assignee). 


1. Vi gat. I, pp. 158““60; see also, G.D. Sharma, ’Some agricultural taxes 
in Marwar during the reign of Jaswant 3ingh (l63G-l67c Rajasthan 

2* li. gib II, &), 92; see also Lhanwar hhadani, ’ "coromie Conditions 
in pargana Merta’, IhC . Aligarh, 1975* 

3. Vieat . II, 92. 

4. JaJd., 86, 95, 65 , 74. 

5. ikM* 

6. Ibid. . I, pp. 10, 156-9; In hi leaner territory it was called dhuan . 
Rowlett’s .Gazetteer . T he Bikaner State r pp.l6l-2; In Jaisalmer it 
was also called dhuan . Tod, II, p.226. 

7. XAMk, I> PP.158, I60, HI, p.136; It- was called nazr an a in Bikaner 
area. Gazetteer of Bjkan®r State. pp.l6l-2. 
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un^ari I Cess levied to me«t the expenses of the officials who collected 

1 

the land-revenue. 

2 

Raaat ' ^ess taken for the expenses of the army. 


charged for the expanses 


suta -rodf . pad uttaw ard , potdarl, kharreda were 
incurred in purchasing paper for accounts and 


c o llect in. g 1 n r 


grain. 


3 


Kadab '• At the season of kadab (the stalks of juaa r and baira ) a cess of 
ks.1.50 per maund (of estimated grain) was levied.^ 

Arat mandh ! b« 33 on thr fields,' 

Ihiqqdari • Revenue collector’s csss.^ 


fetn war « Cess levied for the expenses of kanwarta (the official who used to 

look after the fields of trees on the boundary of the village). The rate 

7 

was 1 se er per maund of grain, 

1 • v igat. I, p, 199, II, p*>- 9, m» p,l3l, 

2. -bid : G.D. Sharraa (Some Agricultural Taxes in Maiwar during the reign 

of Jaswant Singh, l63£-7£ A.D., Rajasthan history Congress . beawar, 1973) 
seems to confuse th n rates of ’other cesses’ with rasat. . 

3 . HzaL, ii, pp.92-3. 
j M m pp.£9, 91. 

JfeM. i m» 49. 

6 . Ibid . 

7. JbM., II, pp. 90-91, 93, 94-5, 97. 
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Gheeai I A cess levied on the trad? of ghee . 

There w*re also cesses l°vied on m ail an di or henna (Rs.5/“ for 

shiood ar). lemon (in 1661 - Rs.48, in 1663 Rs.48), copper, dyers ( chjmpa ), 

wine-distillers ( kalal ) (in 1661 - Rs.3o/“, in 1663 - Rs.34/“), oil 

2 

expeller ( ghanl ). tenners and butchers. 

merchants of Rokaran who used to bring cotton, grain, til , ghee , 
etc. from the villages, they were charged one seer per maund.'' One seer 
per maund was also charged on ordinary clotiPs and 1G fadivas (a type of 
currency) per maund were levied on silken clothe*, half dugani (copper coin) 

5 

was charged per maund of ivory. 

The merchandise, brought from Gujarat, were charged as follows! 
on Ivory, silken cloth, nisfe , camphor * Is Plroi i per maund. 

On copper, zinc, brass, l?ad, coconut, chillie, hin g. oil, sugar-candy, 

8 dn gan ia D A r maund. On sugar, yarn, dry ginger, ghee 6f duganis per maund. 

On eur . oil, iron, lakh. 5s duganis p“r maund. On aniseed turmeric* coriander 

jdagaoiia P fir raaund. On avena, bra sic a, linum, til , munj (typha), wheat germ 

, 6 

t>s duganis p °r maund. 


1 . rat . I, 160 , Hi, p. 131* 

2 . Ibid .. II, 90 . 

3. Ibid ., 325. 

4 . Ib.id . 

5 . Ibid . 

6 . jbJtcU, 325-6. 
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1 

The tnahaians used to pay 17 dugffnia per house. They had also 
to pay 12 dufc-ania on the festivals of ho If and dlwajf and 5 du.fania on the 
rakhf . From the peasants similar cesses were levied according to their 

p 

capacity. In cases when the interest amounted to twice the borrowed 

amount, the state levied a tax of l/£ of the total interest upon the 

In 1679, Aurangzeb imposed the lizjya . lor this puroose a 
o°parate amir , was appointed to collect and deposit the amount, in the 
imperial treasury.^ There was much resentment among the non-Muslims against 
this tax. Rana Raj Singh wrote a letter to Aurangzeb described the dis- 
tressed condition of the rAtyut and asked him to abolish this tax. but 
Aurargzeb did not- remit th’s tax. n September l6c0, Aurangzeb ordered the 
amount collected in .li.zlva to be distributed among tb° rozinadars and the 
poor. 0 In July 1690, Anrangzeb ask°d Raha Jai Singh to deposit in lieu of 


1. in Jaisalmer, 8 dugahl s per house was charged, hainsi re khvat . II, p.7. 

2. Vigat . II, p.326* 

3 . IoM . 


4 . 


Ajapx> p.3o5; jafnal re khvat . 11, p.7. 
S.f M.Ugkfll Ipd.ia, p.245. 



5 . Ur.Jinadl, n, pp. 460-61. 

6 . Wa oa'j 1 ' Racers . 14th September l68o, Reg. ho.291. SAP. . Bikaner. 
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the amount of tiziva . the sum of Rs.1 lakh (in cash) per annum in the 
treasury of the suba of Ajmer. 

4. Total Revenue Realization Ov er Time, 

The system of revenue realization can be considered also by 
taking statistics of total collection {or rather estimates of total collection 
of large ar^as, Fortunately, the detailed roaha l lists of the '-in . bainsi 
and other sources enable us to fix the limits of the sarkar s with some 
confidence; and this enables us in turn to work out the jama 1 II, ' per square 
mile in each sar&ar. The followin'' table presents in two columns the iama ^ 

- ~j 

’'“spectively in the A in an^ the mahal lists of c. A.D, 1680 
Jama c tin dams ) per square mile. 


sarkar 

A*D, 1595 

c. A.D. 1680 

Ajmer 

2,060 

4,198 

Nagaur 

1,6 55 

3,312.5 

Ranthambor 

3,529 

9,145 

Ohi*tor 

1 ,7oli 

4 , 708 

Bikaner 

486 


Birohi 

1,497 


Jodhpur 

693.21 

3,476 


1. >’aqa_i!' Papers, 8th May 1694. he<y. 50 2: Waqai Ajmer, no. 305, 3u6; Vfcjamad, 

II, pp.671-2; In May 1694 , we find certain Dina hath and Murlidhar depo¬ 
sited the .j jzjy a money to a min ( at .iizjya office), Maqaid Papers, 8th May, 
I 694 , Reg. No.502, 3AR . Bikaner* 



These figures suggest that. the incidence of l ama within auba Aimer 
varied broadly in accordance with the economic resources (mainly, of course, 
agriculture) of the various regions. The large but desolate sarkar of 
^ikahar had the incidence of a mere 486 dams (about Rs.12) P*r square mile 
in 1595 while Ranthambor, including acme very fertile tracts, had the 
incidence of 3,529 dams . or about seven and a hall' times higher. Only 
t he high 1 mf of sarkar -Slrohi occasions a little surprise. 

These comparative figures also lead otic to consider another point* 
The extent of increase of jama in the century following Akbar's d“ath. 

Before coming to grips with this problem, a word of ca’ition seems necessary; 
and this relates to the changes in the area of some sarkars . 

Thor® was no noticeable change in the boundaries of sarkars Ajmer 
and Nagaur, The mahal lists of Aurangzeb’s reign show that no mahals were 
transferred to or from th e se sarkars from the time of Akbar. In sarkars of 
Ranthsmbcr and Jodhpur, the transfers of a few mahals .«.ltered their total 
area slightly. The sarkars of Ohittor and Bikaner were divided into two 
parts each. If one, then, seeks to make any comparisons between the iama 1 
of Akbar’s time, and of about a hundred years later, it would be safe to 
confine oneself to the sarkar s of Ajmer and hagaur. 

If the comparison is in terms of dams per square miles, the 
changes in the boundaries of sarkars of Ranthambor and Jodhpur would also not 
affect the jams ' area ratio in any significant manner. 



- 136 - 


In Rajasthan, land-revenue was the main source of Income of the 
State. 70 % of the total haail was from landvrevenue and the remaining 
30 'P from other sources.^ 

The main zabtf crops were chola . sugar-cane, cotton, vegetables, 

indigo, tobacco, maidca . china , aiwain , etc. Tables have been prepared to 

show the rates of the crops three sarkara during Akbar's reign. These 

are compared with the rates given in arhsatta s as well as in ^arwar ra 

oargana ri vigat for the later period. When we compare the Ajh *s rates 

of sarkar of Ajmer with the rates given in arhsattas for different parganaa . 

we find that th° rates given in arhsatt as are not. much higher than Ajh and 

even, sometimes, they are lower. The food crops show increase ov^r the 

2 - 

Aih *s rates, while cash crons show some decline. In sarkar Magaur there 

3 

is only a little increase in the rates of crops. *rcepi for opium and 
musk-melon, the zabtl rates in Nagaur and Ajmer were nearly the same, and 

~ -m T 

so wag the case with sar kar of Rsntbambor. In the lat°r oeriod, production 
of jinji crops (crops on which land-revenue was levied by t.h* mode of crop- 
sharing) was higher than that of zabt T. as in oarranas Chatsu and Halama 

.* ■ f 

t jf CT* 

VO to 8c P of total vnal-o-iihat was from ilnsl crops,' 


If we compare retch per b1 t dr.a of pargana tferta (of Ajn ♦ s dastur 
circle) with Aurangzet’s period, it was Ks.,059 and hs.2*116 respectively/ 5 


1. hce table A. 

2 . S«e table B wher® the difference has been clearly shown, 

3. ~>ee table C. 

4 . See table f. 

5 . Sea table I. 

6 . See table G. 
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Table A 

Pargana Pokar.an 


I ear 

Total amount 

basil from the 
villages 

Pair 

from villages 
given in grant,. 

1711 

13534/“ 

9592/- (70 ?°) 

3665/- 

278/- 

1712 

12231/- 

^90/- (73 %) 

2990/- 

33o/- 

1713 

13457/- 

8583/- (63 fo ) 

4544/“ 

43o/- 

1714 

15891/“ 

10475/- (65 $>) 

3981/- 

435/- 

1715 

6219/- 

3990/- (64 %) 

2091/- 

138/- 

1716 

13816/- 

7515/- (54 /) 

5811/- 

690/- 

1717 

15668/- 

11464/- (73 /) 

3632/- 

572/- 

1718 

20429/- 

16197/- (79 1 °) 

3702/- 

53o/- 

1719 

lo33o/- 

7880/- (76/0 

1702/- 

448/- 
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Table fl 




Crop 

isa 

-ir-hgatj 

1 . 

Cotton 

1 .o6 

o.87 

2 . 

^andwa 

0.36 

i.5o 

3. 

Vegetables 

0.93 

1.75 

4. 

Opium 

1.42 

2.00 

5. 

tfelon 

1.67 (.18) 

2.00 

6 . 

Carrot 

0.44 

1.75 

7. 

Vetches 

0.55 

1.25 

8 . 

-■'iaize 


1.5b 

9. 

Onion 

1.12 

2.00 

10 . 

Bajrl 


1.00 

11 . 

i'ioth 

o.4o 

1.14 

12 . 

Mung 

o.4o 

1.54 

13. 

Juwar 

0.40 

1.08 

14. 

Til 


1.35 

15. 

Wheat 

0.82 

1.25 

16 . 

Oojhai 


1.05 

17. 

Gochani 


1.11 

18 . 

Barson 

0.75 

1.25 

19. 

Dhaniya 


1.81 

20 . 

Guwar 


o.5o 
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Table C 



P.rap (i&srif) 

ik 

Marwar ra oareana ri vi?at 

Cot ton 

1.12 

1.37 

Vegetables 

1.0+ 

1.37 

Kachar 

0.22 

0.37 



1. Opium 

2. Vegetables 


1.94 2.50 

1.04 1.37 


1,00 


3. Muskrmelon 



Table D 



Sarkar Jodhpur 


crop 

Mid 

Mrmr r_a paraana 


Afearl 

.rl -Ylgai 

Cotton 

1.12 

1.5b 

Wheat 

1.67 

1.5b 


3. Kachar 0.22 


1.25 


1.04 


4. Vegetable 


o.5b 
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Table ^ 

Sarkar Itanthaabor 


Crop 

A in 

Arhsattas 

1. Varh (sugar cane) 

3.99 

3.25 

2 . Van (cotton) 

1.27 

1.25 

3. San 

1.44 

1.00' 

4* Mu 

1.8b 

2.63 

5. Henna 

.93 

1.5b 

6. Singhara 

1.86 

1.00 

7. Onion 

.99 

i.3o 

8. Melon 

.22 (1.39) 

1.25 

9. Opium 

1.41 

3.00 

10^ Barley- 

o.54 

1.00 

11. Ajwain 

1.12 

1.25 

12. Vetches 

0.52 

1.81 (l.oo) 

l3. Mandwa 

0.36 

1.00 

14. Hice 

0.84 

1.00 

15. Moth 

0.43 

1.42 

16 . Hung 

o.7o 

1.37 

17. Urd 

0.55 

1.42 

18. Oojhai 


1.33 

19. Oochani 


1.73 

20. Hasur 


1.14 

21. Sarson 

0.44 

1.73 ( 2 .I 0 ) 

22. Alai 


1.73 (2.5b) 

23. Wheat 

O .92 

2.00 

24. Bhjri 


1.54 

25 . Til 


1 .66 

26 . Guwar 


1.42 

27. Vegetables 

0.93 

1.25 

28 . Maize 


1.00 



- 142 - 


Table F 


1730 A.l). Arhsattas 


haroe of the 
pargana 


1, ChATSU 


2 . MALltiilA 


3 # LhUQT 

\Jgl*3d£.) 


% 



184109 


162059 


'abtl etc.. 

' »* 

iaktl. 

4arar 

.U*£fl 

■J.lnsJL 

54641 

42383 

12257 

129468 

3o 

23 

7 

70 

34067 

24523 

9544 

127992 

21 

15 

6 

79 


23657 

21624 

203 4 

9525 

71 

65 

6 

29 


33182 
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Table G 

Parg&na Mer ta 


Tapm 

Area _in_blglli 

rekh 

rekh per bleha 

1. haveli 

11,389 

24,100/- 

2.116 

2. Anandpur 

2,25,922 

1,13,850/- 

0.503 

3. Kalaro 

2,91,316 

89,450/- 

0.307 

4. Mokalo 

3,59,917 

57,901/- 

0.160 

5. Rah an 

3,08,181 

54,75o/- 

0.177 

6. i'iodairo 

2,62,346 

91,900/- 

0.35 

7. Aitawo 

1,87,549 

45,150/- 

0.24 

8. Ger-hana 

2,59,294 

95,900/- 

J69 

9. Riyan 

3,18,790 

1,07,000/- 

.335 


Alnri Akbarl 


Pargana Marta 


059 
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5. thoda of Agricultural, >ii& f 

Under all modes of revenue assessment there was some provision 
for relief in case of bad harvests. Crop-sharing or bataj Cbhaoll ) was 
generally preferred by the peasants because they were able to share the 
risk 3 of fluctuations in seasons. Under kankut if the cultivator thought 
that his crop was over estimated, he had the theoretical right to cut and 
weigh t.h Q crop in sample plots, this being known as Jata . Under the zabtl 
allowance was made for crop failure by remitting revenue on part of the 
area, such area being designated habud . 

The zabtl system tended to be more advantageous to the rafyat 
than to the state. It. was perhaps for this reason that there is a tendency 
for an increase in the cultivation of zabti crops. 1 

The state also sanctioned remissions to reduce severity of hard¬ 
ship caused to the peasants by draught and other calamities. In 1650, 

na tal bhog . which was a nominal tax levied in lieu of land-revenue, was 

2 

charged in Jodhpur at the time of draught. According to an order, during 
the draught, the state wa3 to provide work to all able persons, and give free 
food to the weak and the destitute. A seer of gram, mo^h f baira . iuwar 


1. S.N. Hasan, K.N. Hasan and S.P, Gupta, ’The Pattern of Agricultural 
Production in the territory of Amber’, IHC . Mysore, 1966. 

2. Vigat. I, p.126. 
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whichever was cheaper, was to be given to each man per day. 

Taaavl loans were sanctioned for purchasing seeds and bullocks. 

The ra-fvat could petition to the court in connection with the 
taxeg. In oargana Herta. Maharaja Jaswant Singh had to grant certain 
reductions when the Jats of Merta petitioned to the Mughal Court for the 
reductions.^ 

Revenue concession? were the chief instruments devised by the 

Mughal administration to encourage agricultural development. Land-revenue 

war exacted on concessional rates from the banias and mahalans . as in 

3 

parganas Pokaran. Amber etc. In one p argana of ^astern Rajasthan, the 

brahmans and ban las paid one-third in kharif So was also the case with 

5 

the bhomiag . 


1. Ghltthi of Dfwap Narairi Das Kirpa Ram to ^idyadhar, 1732 A.D., 
J3A, cited in Life and Times of Sawal Jai Sjngh. pp.293-4. 

2. Vjgaj, II, PP.94-5. 

3. Ibid. . P.326; S.P. Gupta, 'New Evidence on Agrarian and 
Rural Taxation in ^astern Rajasthan(1?th - l£th centuries)’, 
IHC, Aligarh, 1975. 

4. Ibi d., Satish Chandra and Dilbagh Singh, ’Structure and 
Stratification in the Village Society in ^astern Rajasthan', 
IRC. Muzaffarpur, 1972, pp,19o-203. 

5. S.P, Gupta and Shireen Moosvi, ’bhomi in the Territories of 
Amber (lo5b“l753), JSC, Jabalpur, 1970. 
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Lower rates were prescribed for the lands newly brought under 
cultivation, lands irrigated from newly dug wells, and sometimes even full 
remissions were granted for a specific period in case of forest lands 
newly brought voider cultivation,^ The patel was authorized to settle 
pahT ka3htkara (non-resident cultivators) to extend cultivation in the 
village. 2 


1. Vjgak Ij P.126. 

?. dilbagh Singh, 'Position of the oatel In Eastern Hajputana 

during the Eighteenth Century", IHC . Jabalpur, 197D, pp,36o-1. 
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Chapter VIII 

T.AMn AHrtMTS AMD THE DAhOAH AlMBi ISTMTIOM 

The Grants 
1 . %adad-l Ma*ash 

The term mad ad-i raa*ash is a Persian word meaning ’assistance 
for livelihood*. It was also known as jailk, amlak and suyurghal. 1 This 
was the grant by which the emperor gave to a person or group of persons 
the right to collect the land-revenue. The holders of ordinary madad-i 
ma’aa h were exempted from all fiscal obligations; they were only expected 
to pray for the welfare of the ^moeror. The madad-1 ms*nah granted to 
qazis was, however, condition upon their holding office; some other grants, 
e.g. to scholars and physicians, might impose conditions of actual presence. 
The recipients of madad-1 roar ash included poets, shaikhs, anifls , Qazis. 
muagzina . mutawallla . orphans, widows, salvida and scholars. 

The Sadr or Sadr-us s u dur was responsible for the administration 
of the madad-i ma'ash grants. In each province, the sedr undertook the 
function of supervising the grants; and In narganas the mutawallTs . The 


1 . Aln r I, 279~^U (tr. dlochmann); For the detailed study, see, 
Tn e Agrarian System of M u ghal India . pp,29&*3l6. 
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ma , «wh grants were not necessarily hereditary, but they were 

commonly so. Sometimes the ^mperor used to examine the validity of the 

grant and renewed it only after enquiry . 1 The karorta could not interfere 

2 

in the land given in madad-j mg* a ah. 

Some grants were known as waqf (sing.) or auaaf (pi.). These 

were made for the upkeep of institutions* The revenuesof certain villages 

were assigned permanently in waqf for the maintenance of religious shrines, 

tombs and madrasa s. Th° dargah of Khwaja Muinuddfn Chishti had been granted 

a number of villages; and the gumashtas (agents) of the nmtawalli used to 

collect revenue and he distributed it among the servants of the Paj^ah, the 

3 

legitimate claimants. 

The autonomous chiefs were free in their territories to make 
re venue-grants. Maharaja Jaswant Singh of Jodhpur used to give lands to 
brahmans, Charans etc. Such villages in Rajasthan were called sansan. udak 


1. Asnad , pp.46-5t)» 175; ^azl Rahim Ba&hsh, Ifazat~i H amid. Delhi, 
l3h6 A.H., pp,63-4. 

2. Agnad . *y- 6 ; Faramth -1 Salat in. collection by Bashir al din Ahmad, 
Ajmer, 1926, pp.29“3c» sen also, Sheikh Abdui- Dash id, ' Madad-i ma*aah 
grants under the Mushalsf, Jour nal of P akistan historical Society, 
vol. IX, part I, January 1961 , pp.9&-lo£* 

3. ^aoa'r Ajmer. pp.3o~32; day.7id Muhammad and Chand etc. were granted 160 
blgha land from the waqf villages of the darg jjtfe of i&waja Muln'ud dth 
Chishti; Asnad. p. 153; In Jodhpur, Shahjahan const.nzcted a mosque and 
endowed six shops for its maintenance, 2.A. Desai, Published MuaUm 
_AL^;d.gt.j(^s_, aQ ajaa fc haR, Jaipur 1971, p*95. 
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and ialL 1 Jahangir also granted a village to the brahmans of Pushkar in 
1614. 2 3 4 5 

In the following paragraphs are offered some illustrations c. f 
m adad-5 grants made in the Ajmer suba. based on documents that have 

survived. 


Akbar granted the villages Deorai and Sumelpur of nargan a Ajmer 
to the dargah of Satyid Hr sain Xhing s awar as mdad-j ma’aah of mui awirs 
(attendants of the shrine) and for the expenditure on festival, illumi- 

3 

nations etc. 

Jahangir also granted some land to the kftadim s of the dargah of 
Saiyid. Husain Khing Sawar.^ In his yth • (1614) he granted 46 bjghas of 
land of Ajmer in madari-i ma’ a ah of Saiyid Khub-ullah as he had no means of 
income. 4(D bTghas of land were granted to Shaikh Ahmad from the villages 


1 . EqajjLAjag X j p.3i£; I&iljjiad, IX , p.448; jiatitju^ili^i r.? Jsfoai, voi* iv, 
p* 200 ; No naan P. Ziegler, ’Marvari Historical Chronicles'* Sources For The 
Social And Cultural History of Rajasthan’, I53BR. vol. XIII, April-June, 
1976 , No. 2 , pp.2l9“25b* In 169^, %hara£a Raj Singh gave a village to a 
Brahmin. Vir Vinod . II, 413, 1CD7-09. Vlgai, I, 76, 61, 150-51; Publishei 
Muslim Inscriptions of Rajasthan , p.158. 

2. Farman - Jahangir, S.N 0 . 6 , old No.17, SaK, Bikaner. 

3. A.N. . II, pp.350-51; A mad , p, 135- 

4. Farmah of Jahangir, S.No.7, old N 0 . 16 , SAR . Bikaner. 

5. Distribution of the land was as follows^ Saiyid Khub-ullah (10 bT ghas ) f 
Karamullih (6 bighas ). Muhammad (6 blghas i Naimatullah (6 bTyhaa ) r 
hatlfullah (6 blgha3 ). Muhammad Raza (6 bighas ). Shah Muhammad (6 bighas ). 

Asnid . pp.37-8. 




of dargah . 1 In l 6 l 6 , Jahangir r^svuvd 1CX) bT ghas of land out of 230 bTghas 

given to blbijah arid other widows in madad-i mad a ah . In I 6 l 6 , Jahangir 

granted 5&0 blehas of land to Saiyid Shah Muhammad son of Saiyid Mansur in 

3 

mad ad - 1 tua *ash . He also granted the whol9 village of Pusbkar to the 
brahman®.^ 


Shahjahan granted 140 bt ghas of land to the sons of Shaikh. Chandan 
% 

from Ajmer and Rasulpur." 

Aur&ngzeb in l6£0-c1, granted 30 bjghas of land from the nargana 
of Ajmer in madad -1 ma'aah of ShaiWi Bayazid. son of Shaikh Fattu, as he was 
vejy old and had no means of livelihood . 0 

Raja Anirudh Singh of byndi gave village Change 5 ,purs of Bundi in 

7 

ths madac-i ma^sh of Saiyyid Jsfar, khadim of darg ah. 

22 b iehas of land were given to Blbi" Kamal Daulat, a relation of 


1* Asnad . p.40. 

2. Jfeid., pp.42-3. 

3» lb 4L» y pp.71, 89. 

4. ibja«, p.14o. 

3'. JMd», pp.148, 193. 

6 . Ibid .. pp.23o-3l. 

7. p.25b. 
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Saiyid Asadullah to meet her expenses In 1729 A.D.^ 

Besides land given in madad-i ma’aah . there w°re cash allowances, 
which also carried the name of madadrl ma'ash. For example, Shahjahan 
granted two tankas daily for the flowers on the mazar of Bibi Hafiza Jamal, 
daughter of Khwaja Muir ad din Chishti.^ 

2. TheDargah of Shaikh Mhinuddi n Chishti 

Ajmer is famous for th° dargah of Khwaja Muinuddih Chishti. The 
Dargah was a Sufic shrine, undoubtedly; but in one respect, from the Imperial 
grants of waqf lands to it, and from direct imperial intervention in its 
affairs, it. Ctended to function almost as a department of Mughal administra¬ 
tion. 


The Chishti silsila h. which was founded by Khwaja Abu Ishaq Sharai 

in 9^0 A.D. in Chisht (near Herat), became well-established in India as 

3 

early as the 13th century. 

Khwaja Muinuddih Sijzi is said to have brought the silsilah t o 
India late in the 12 th century and established a centre at Ajmer. He was 


1 . Faramin-i SalatIn. pp.27-3o. 

2. Agnad . p.204; Akhbarat (HAS ). 20 R.I. 

3. Isami, F_u, tq h -v ,s S ^ tln, Madras, 19*8, p.8; Minhaj-us Siraj, Tabaqat -1 
Hasiri . Anjuman Tairikh-i Afghanistan, Kabul, 1964 ., p. 119 . 
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buried in Ajner, which was the capital of the Chahamana (Chauhan) Kingdom, 
and after the Ghorian occupation in 1192 became one of the major cities of 
the Sultanate. 

The first Sultan of Delhi who paid homage to the shrine was 

1 2 
Muhammad Tughlaq. Ajmer was annexed by Akbar in 1556-57• When he was 

journeying to Agra, he heard a number of Indian minstrels singing of the 

glories and virtues of th° Khwaja. Akbar, thereupon felt a strong desire 

o 

to visit the shrine. After conquering Chittor in 19S7> Akbar paid his 

I c 

respects to the Khwaja. Until 1580, he w°nt there on foot every year. 

£ 

After that, he stopped going to Ajmer and instead deputed his son Dahiyal, 

7 

Jahangir also visited the 3 hrine many times. 


1. Sfl la t ln, P.A66. 

2. A.M.. Ij., p.72; il.uhta Mainal re khy at , I, p.56. 

3. A.N II, 1 54; Jahangir 3 ays that Akbar particularly wished to beseech 
the saint for obtaining a son. Tuzuk . 1 - 2 ; Parly Travels in India . 148; 
Peter Mundy, II, 226 , 243-4, 25b-1; Tarikh-i Wandhari . p. 46 . 

4. A.h. . II, 324; Tabaaat-i Akbarl . 220. 

5. A .4« * II, 339, HI, 70, 112 , l64”5, 259» 361-3; Faizi Sirhindf, Akbamama, 
Dr. M. Or. 169 , f. 62 a; Tabaqat -1 Akbarl . 355"9> 409, 421-2, 429. 

6 . A.N. . Ill, 316 , 402; I.A. Khan, *The Mobility under Akbar and the develop¬ 
ment of his religious policy I^ScHjO’, Journal of Roval Asiatic Society . 
1968. 

7. Waqjat-l Jahangir!. 319, 335; T usuk . 146; Parly Travels in India. 280 nl. 
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Shah j ah an visited th® shrine many tim^s. 1 After his victory over 

2 

Dara Bhukoh, Aurangzeb visited the dargah . Again in 1680, he paid a visit 

3 

to the dargah . foreign travellers like Finch have presented a vivid picture 

4 

of the shrine. 

Besides giving a large amount in charity at the holy shrine on 
every visit, the ^ughal Emperors granted land for the expenses of the shrine 
and for the khuddam (pi. of khadlm) or 'servants' of the dargah . 

Akbar conferred gifts upon khad1 ms of the shrine on each of his 
visits. in 1574-75, Sayyid Alara, a khadlm was granted one raaund of oil 
per month to light the lamps of the dargah . This was to be^upplied by the 
shlaadar and karorT of nargana Sambhar.^ The village had la was also given 


1. Lahaurl, II, 346; Waris, 26l, 279; Vlr Vinod . II, 324, 330-31; 3.A.I. 
Tirmizi, Ajme r Throgh Inscriptions . Delhi, I 968 , p.l3. 

2 . Maaal Papers . Reg. No. 172, BAR , Bikaner; Ha'aair-l Alamg irl, 106-8, 111-2; 
Muhammad Hashim Ahafi Ah an, ‘-junta khab al Lubab. Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 10So-? 

p.241. 

3. Vakil Reports . h 0 s.172, 184, 193 , 206 , 215, 227 , 237 , 250; Akhbarat . 

BAR . Bikaner. 

4. William Finch writes, "Before you come to this tomb, you pass three fair 
courts, of whicn the first contains nearly an acre of ground, paved all 
with black and white marble, wherein arc interred many of Mahomet’s 
cursed kindred; on the left is a fair tank, enclosed with stone—— 
Purchaa, vol. IV, p.6l; Peter Mundy, II, p.242. 

5. A.M .. Ill, 44 - 6 , 232-3; Tabaqat-i AkbarT . 359, 370, 409, FaizT Sirhindf, 

f.62a. 

6 . Farman - Akbar, B.No.1, old ho.2, BAR . Bikaner; Asnad . p.3; Fatehullah, 
khadlm. was granted land in village had la for maintenance and expenditure 
of the »Urs' (fair) in 1576, Farman - Akbar, Addressee - Fateh ullab, 
khadlm . BAR . Bikaner, Asnad . 5-6. 
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in grant to th° dargah . The details of the land granted were as follows- 


Land under cultivation “ 4200 biTghag 

Cultivable land ” 2690 ,, 


Total 6890 

lor the expenses of Urs 1000 

As madad-i ma'ash for 
Shaikh Hashim s/o 
Fatehullah etc* 58?0 


Some of the land was resumed by Jahangir as the recipients failed 

2 

to present themselves before him. 

3 

In 1615, Jahangir gave R 3 . 6000 /- to the shrine. 

In 1628, Shahjahan distributed Rs.10,000/” among the poor and 

4 » 

the khadima of the dargah and also constructed a marble mosque, Aurangaeb 


1. Asnad . 3o-3l; This was resumed during the British period. Bee, Jaeir 
Reporta . Ajmer District by Rai Pandit Maharaj Kishan, p.35* 

2* Asnad . 48-5b> Subsequently, it was restored to kbadlms and continued 
with them; We have numerous farmans regarding the land-grants to the 
d argah preserved in SAP . Bikaner; Ifazat-i Hamid . 63-4; The sons of 
QazI Hajirr-uddin were asked to present the papers regarding pensions 
due to them. 


3. T u zuk. 146, 29S. 

4. Bahaurl, II, 346; Wards, 2 o 1 , 2?95 v ir Vjnod . II, 324, 330~3l 
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presented Rs.5000/“ to the khadima .'* In 1680 , ha offered Rs. 2000 /“ and ten 
tolas o f _Itr (rose scent) at the dargah .^ Prince Azam visited the dargah and 

O i 

gave Rs.3000/- to the saliadanashln (head of the shrine). Naar was divided 

as follows - During Akbar's reign it was divided into 5a shares, half of it 

was taken by the salia danashln and rest was divided among the other khadima . 

But during Jahangir’s 9 th regnal year (l6l3-14) some changes took place, now 

the nazr was divided into 6 shares; and of these, according to previous 

5 

tradition, saiiadanashln took half. 

We also have a list of the villages given in waaf to the dargah 
by the Mughal Emperors.^ 

The Mughal Emperor used to aproint both the saliadanashih and 


1. Waqai c Papers . Reg. Ilo. 172, BAR . Bikaner; Ma’aslr-l Alamg iri. I 06 - 8 , 

111 - 12 , 191 . 

2. Vakil Repo rts. Nos.172, 184, 193, 206, 215, 227, 237, 250, SAR, Bikaner; 
Akfabara t, SAR. Bikaner; Orders were given to distribute th° iiziva money- 
in the tankftwah of rozlnadara and to those who lived on charity etc., 
-Waqaj' Papers, 14th 3*pt. l 6 f| 0 , Reg. No. 251, BAR . Bikaner. 

3. W'aqai Aimer. 376. 


4. Wilson, A Glossary of Judicial and Revenue Terms . London, 1875,P.455. 

5 . Asnad . 68 - 9 , 110*111. 

6 . The villages were Dantra, oudhwara, Masina, Khwajpur©, Khurd, Khvajpura 
Bherwai, Kania, Kair, Keria, Nawab, Parbatpura, Wadampura, Kakar, Chandsen, 
Aolia, Korari, area in Ajmer town, Dargah Files. 22, 23, SAR. Bikaner; 
Waqal Ajmer . 19, 423-4; AssMt PP«3, 5, 3o3l, 48-50, 68 - 9 , 110*11. 
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mutawalH of the dargah . Wo also find the Mughal emperors laying down rules 
as to how the gifts received at th° shrine were to be distributed among its 
keepers. The dargah thus became in a real sense cart, of the Mughal admtnls» 
trat iiAL establishment at Ajmer. 

The office of sa i.lad ana ah in wa3 held by the descendants of %waja 
ilufn ud din Chishti.^ Bp may be regarded as th° spiritual head of the 
dargah . He was responsible for th® expenditure on lanear . carpets, buildings 
illuminations and 'urs'. 

Nobody could b® buried in dargah without the permission of the 

3 

saliadanashin . All things belonging to the dargah used to be kept with 

4 

him. .vhen the old furniture was replaced by new, the old one used to be 

5 

kept with the saliadanashin . 


1. A,N ., III, 7"98; Faramlh-i Sal atij^, 2-3; Shaildh Abdul Haq, Akhbar-ul 
Akhv^r . Delhi, 1283 A.H., p.128. 


2 . Jj lst of the ^aji ddanashin s:- 

-J.SM 

1. Kfcwaja Husain 

2 . Shaikh Abdus Mattar 

3. Ilmuddin 

4. Allauddfn 

5. Mayyid Muhammad 

6 . Sayyid Fakhruddin 

3. Faramjjfi 3alatin . 1-2; Shadibaz %ah 
within the hallowed enclosure 
of the shrine at first refused; 
buried inside. Ain , fcr., vol. 

299, MAR. Bikaner. 

4 . Faramirr-i Malafcin . 11-3. 

5 . J bid; 


jjawg.jgf. tfce relgnjflg mpnar<&. 

Akbar 
Jahangir 
J ahangir 

Jahangir & Mhahjahsn 
Shah j ah an 

Aurangseb and Bahadurshah, 
expressed a wish to be buried in Ajm 


of Khwaja Mulhuddih Chishti. The custodianl 
but later on with tneir permission he wasj 
FI, p.439; Dargah Fus s. Bos.5,9,106,198, 


Nos.26, 100, SAR . Bikaner. 



-157- 


The JBjfefiHfilli was appointed by the Tmpercr , 1 but usually he was also 

one of the descendants of the saint. The management of the waqf property 

and the nazr (offerings) was n 'n th° hands of the taut avail!. The income from 

2 

the waqf was given in madari-i tna'ash (maintenance grants) to the needy and 
deserving widows etc.^ The revenues from waqf w ere exacted i^bm taxation.^" 
The mutawallf was responsible for manag9i®nt of the waqf lands, their income 

5 

and expenditure on items authorised by the Emperor. Sometimes a mutawalli 

could bold two offices at. the sam« time. Hfr Saadullah who was sadr (Incharge 

of madad-i ma'ari i) of the Ajmer province, also served as mutawallf of the 

6 

shrine. 

7 

All khadima w«re expected to follow the orders of mutawalli . 
his trumaahtas (agents) used to coll°ct the revenue from the jarfra g ranted 


1. II, 35b"5l, HI, 798> F araminri. Salatin . 3-4; "aris, 260; AjA.-> 436. 

2. n.u. drover, ’Nature of land rights in Nugbal India', I"SHR. vol. I, No.I, 
July-Sept. 1963, p. 8 . 

3. AsM, 42-3, 53-4, 70-71, 66 - 9 , 94-5, 126-7, 148, 15b; Sargah File s Nos.15 

SAR , Bikaner. 

4. haramjn-i Salatin . 1 ; Asnad . 157“fc, l 6 ?- 8 , Shahjahan asked not to deduct 
any amount, allotted to the shrine of Ajmer. 

5. Aanad. Doc. 5^13, 157-8, 167 - 8 ; see also, Rafat Bilgraai, 'Administration 
of a Mughal ^aqf ». IHC . Aligarh, 1975. 

6 . Waris, 324-5; WaaaV Ajmer . 436, 

7. Faramih-1 Salatin. 3-4. 
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to the dargah J Sometimes he used to take help from the bakhshi . 2 The 
income of the waof was spent on urs, langar . illuminations, carpets, flowers, 

3 * 

assistance to the indigent and on other charitable causes. *he qawwals were 
also granted land on condition of performing vocally in the dar/.ah. 

The m utawallf could assigphnd r°suine the land of madad-j majash ,' 

under prescribed regulations. We once find him preparing a record of lands 

held in mad ad-* i ma * ash. with the help of th° dfwah/ 3 The karori and other 

7 

officials could not interfere in the land given in m adad—i nm^ash . 

The khadlm s. or servants of darpah were a pretty numerous body. 
Money and articles received in naar (or offerings of the visitors to the 
shrine) were distributed among the khadlms at* darrah . Whenever there was a 

dispute among the khadlms about the distribution of nazr. the emperor used 

R 

tc decide the case. ' Uue to their large number, the khadlm s could not get 


1* Muhammad Salih, mutawall.-r . sent his gumaahtas to mauza Rahula of nargana 
Radnor to collect the revenue, *aqaj Aimer . 436-?. 

436- 

2. Asnad. doc. *r-l3; Waqaj Ajmer ./437. 

3. Aqnad . 70*71, l aramlrr-i Salat in . 2-3, 4~8, 33-5; Dargah File. f* 0 

4. %abjahan granted 300 bfghas of land from the shrine villages to Allah 1> 
and Mishin on condition of singing qawwali on Thursday and on^urs, and 
also fixed 5 seer wheat- daily given to them from d argah . A an ad . 183-4. 

5. Ibid .. 102-3, 148. 

6 . Asaaad . 3o~3l. 

7. Ibid .. 9-t. 

8 . Aji., II, 35b-5l, III, 791; Asnad . 14, 16-17, 19, 67-8, 109-10, 113, 18 
b arga h Files , Kos.3l, SAR f Bikaner. 
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enough naar . vihen Iftikhar %ah, governor of Ajmer in 1678, asked the 
mutawalli about the dis~satisfaction of the khadi.ms . he answered that he 
distributed the mahq iul of the pa re-ana? among them but it was not enough. 

So the balfhsh'j enquired from Saiyid ^uhammad, sa i ladanashin . tie answered 
in pr°sence of the mutawall-T that the number of the claimants had gr«atly 
increased, although many of them were not eligible for receiving a share. 

Close investigation was nec ft 3sary.^ 

The khadima were expected to help the sa j ladsnashTn and were also 

2 

expected to follow hia orders. "‘'he sons of k^ad 1 in s. who wished to acquire 

3 

religious education, were given financial assistance. Carriage and funeral 

lx. 

expenses were also paid to them. 

The emperor used to furnish as much security to dargah property 
as possible. Aurarpzeb gave orders to the officials responsible for guardirj 
the roads to see to the safe conveyance of nazr of %wajs iiufnuddih (: hishti 1 2 3 4 5 
dac^Sfe, being taken by the Jttjafltffla of th* A&r&h from Owalfor to Ajm * 

1. ■ v aqsV Ajmer f 3(>3l. 

2 . ZszmSgl Balaian, 2-3, 9-10, 11-13. 

3 . Asp ad. 23, 149. 

4 . Jteail F U*S,. «os.19, 23 , 3AH. Bilcaner. 

5. Asnad . 252. 



- i6o - 


Chapter IX 
TMB aMI AtiD POETS 

1. The Army : 

Suba Ajmer occupied a special poait ion in the Mughal railHaiy 

1 

system. As Jahangir put it, the suba maintained no leas than 90,000 cavalry - 

2 

a figure presumably based on the Ain-j Akbar^P a estimate of the mounted 
retainers of the zamindars of the province. B« s ides cavaliy, Abul Fazl also 
furnidies the figures of pavadas o r foot-soldiers, who numbered 3,47,000. 

Table A shows that the largest number of oavaliy (22 ,000) and pavadas (62, 00C 
were maintained in sarkar Chit tor. Sarkara Ajmer, Jodhpur and Bikaner 
maintained respectively 16,000 3awara and 80,000 pavadas; 15.000 sawars and 
50,000 p avadas : and 12,000 sawars and 50,000 pavadas . In the remaining thre 

s arkars of Ranthambor, Sirohi and Ragaur the cavalry number,<9,000, 6,000 

„ 3 

and 4,500 respectively. 

These figures are not to be supposed to r°present the size of 
contingents maintained by the mansabdara (including Rajput chiefs' contin¬ 
gents required by their man sab si Thus while in sarkar Jodhpur, the number 

1. Tqzuk . P.169. 

2. Ain . pp.506-13. 

3. See, Table A. 
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of aawars as given by the Ain is 15,000 and payarias 50 , 000 , the man sab of 
the ruler of Jodhpur was only 1,500 zat which meant that hia sawir rank 
could at the maximum have been 1,500 only; and it is quite unlikely that he 
was required to bring to imperial muster anything above 1,000 cavalry, if 
even that. Similarly, the Ain records for the aarkar of Bikaner 12,000 
cavalry and 50,000 oavadaa . while th<* chiefs of this aarkar held total 
mansabs of 4,000 zat o nly, thereby ruling out a cavalry of higher strength 
than, say, 3,000, maintained for imperial purposes in that sarkar . 

What one can say, then, is that the Rajput rulers and chiefs kept 
by allotments or lands or other means a large number of cavalry and foot- 
soldiers normally employed for purposes of maintaining law and ojd°r locally, 
but acting as a reserve from which their ’imperial' troops or tabfnan were 
recruited. 


Rajput troopers of Ajmer suba also served under non-Rajrut nobles. 

- ~ 2 

For instance, a number of Rajput troopers served under Mahabat Khan and 

-3 - 

Asaf Qian. It seems that the troopers serving under Mahabat Qian who held 
- 4 

jagir in Ajmer, were granted sub—assignments out of his lagir. The value 


1. See, Table B. 

2. Tuzuk . p.402; See also, Inayat Ali Kaidi, 'The Kachwahas under Jahangir' 
(unpublished Dissert at ion ..submitted for the Degree of M.PHIL., history 
Department, Aligarh). 

4. Tqzjak, pp.412, 426 ; LahaurT, I, p.62; Vjgat, II, p.llo. 
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of these pattas or sub-assignments was quite considerable. 

On the other hand, the Rajput mansabdars of Ajmer suba also employed 

Afghan and Meena sardara and pattad&rs besides the Rajputs, Man Singh 

2 

included Muslims in his contingents. Similarly, Raja Bishan Singh Kachwaha 

3 

had Afghans in his contingents. Raja Jasvant Singh and Ajit Singh Rathor 

4 m, 

also recruited Muslim pattadar a to their contingents. The patt.a s were 

**• * ' 

temporary assignments, similar to Mughal iagirs: pattadara were the holders 
of these assignments, which carried corresponding military obligations. In 

— _ __ 6 T 

Amber, besides the pattadara r we find references to thikanadara . Ir, dis- 
distinction to pattas , the thikanatf were non-transferable and hereditary. 

The aardars . pattadara and thikanadara were expected to supply 
fixed quotas of troopers and foot-soldiers to their employers. Their quotas 
varied according to their status in the state. Besides Rajputs, such men 


1. Mahabat Khan sub-assigned Ralsot to Keso Das Kachwaha, Rainsf re khyat , 

I, pp.3lo, 311, 314. 

2. ^akhlrat-al khawanin . I, p.107. 

3. ilutftfarriqa Ahlkaran . Reg. No.l66, SAR, Bikaner. 

4. y lgat f II, p.410; B.D. Sharma, ' Pattadari System in Marwar under Maharaja 
Jaswant Singh, 1638-1676 A.D.», IHC . Muzaffarpur, 1972, p.220. 

5. *Ia ddasht re r eport, 1 1o63 A.H., 3AR, Biicaner. 

6. Me find a list of th° thikanadars of Amber with some variations in Tod 
and Shyamal Das’s accounts. Tod, II, 352-53; Vir Vi nod. II, 


7. Tod, II, 352-3 
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1 2 
Included Muslims, Bhe^ls, 

K 

Brahmans. 


3 4 

minas, Jats (chatiyas), thories, Charans* and 


The chiefs’ retainers were paid through sub-assignment as well as 
in cash. Men Singh, jagirdar of pargana A rain. sub-assigned the/Hllages of 
the pargana in tankhwah to his retainers..^ We find variations regarding 
the pay scales of cavalry men and foot„soldiers. The pay of cavalry man 

varied from Rs. 8 /- to Rs.l5/~. Iftiidiar %an, governor of Ajmer, employed 

8 

IPOD sawara at the rate of R s.l5/** per month per head. Tahawwur Khan, the 

governor of Ajmer in 1679-80, employed only turani troopers, each with at 

least two horses ( dcr-aspa ) and paid them at rates of u 3 . 5 oA and *s. 6 o/~ 

9 

per n»nsem. 


1. ^akhirat-al khawanin . I, p.1C7; laddasht re report . SAR, Bikaner. 

2. Raj fotnataE, MS. f.35a; cited in Mewar and the M U gfaal ^mperora . p.85. 


4. ££&. > 111 > P.55* 

5 . *I addSsht r e report 1 . SAR. Bikaner. 

6- *sa& £ A jmer* p. 359 ; li£§t, n, pp.408-10. 

7. In State Archives of Rajasthan , Bikaner, we find some ’ya ddaaht re_reports 
of pattadar s 1 , serving the Kachwaha chiefs. In these reports, the pay of 
sawars and musketeers are specified. 

8 . WaqaV Ajme r, pp.95-6. 

9. Ibid .. pp.355“6> According to Abul Fazl, a yakraspa trooper was paid 
according to the following rates! If his horse was aniiraql, he got fts.3o/- 
per mensem; if ntujanna s. ris. 25/; i f Turk!. ris. 20 /-, if r'iwMu. Hs.18/-. if a 
Tazj . fis.15/”, if a jangla , Bs.12/“ per ^ensera. Ajh, t.r. I, p. 260 ; R.A.Alavi 
’R°w Light on Mughal Cavalry’. Medieval India - A Miscellany . II, pp.72-3. 




- 164 - 


The Rajput chiefs paid Rs.1.50 to Rs.5.00 to a musketeer. He 
was given the allowance of 4 to 8 annas for the upkeep of the musket.^ In 
1678, Iftikhar Khan employed 1000 musketeers at the rate of Rs.4/“ per month 
per head.^ 

The foot soldiers were paid Rs.3/“ per month. Muhammad Rahim, 

kntwal of Jodhpur, employed four hundred payadas at the rate of Rs.3/- per 

3 

month per head. The sawars and pavadaa. who were employed for scouting 

purposes, were highly paid. Tahawwur Khan, governor of Ajmer, employed 

four Rathor sawars and 12 navadas for spying and guiding in the hilly region 

against Rana Raj Singh at the rate of Rs.42.50 and R 3 .l 6.66 per month 
4 

per head. 


Troopers and the horses were brought to the office of bakhahf of 

c 

the suba for dagh (brand) and taahlfta (descriptive roll). 


1. 'ifiddasht re report', SAR . Bikaner. 

2. w aqai Ajmer, pp.85, 95"6>> According to Ab^l Fazl, the banduachls or 
musketeers were paid 250 jHraa_(Rs.6.25) maximum and 110 dams (Rs.2.75) 
minimum per month, Ain . I, tr. p.26l. 

3. ^aqai 1 Ajasr . p.l 62 ; Abul Fazl furnishes the pay^-scales of foot-soldiers 
who were divided into four classes. The first class got 500 daws 
(Rs.12.50) per month; the second class 400 dams (Rs.lo/-); the third 
class 300 dams (Rs.7«5o) and the fourth class 240 dams (Rs.6/-) per 
mensem. Ain. I, p. 26 l. 

4. y j aaai Aj^gx, P.642. 

5 . ibid.., PP. 96 , 223, 127 , 4C3-4, 480, 691 - 2 . 





- 165- 


Table *A» 


(From ’account of 12 subaa* 

in the Ain) 


Sawara 


1. ^arkar Ajmer 

16,000 

80,000 

2 . Sarkar Chittor 

22,000 

82,000 

3. Sarkar Ranthambor 

9,000 

25,000 

4. Sackir Jodhpur 

15,000 

5o,ooo 

5. Sarkar Hrohi 

8,000 

38,000 

Abu and Sirohi 

3,000 

11,000 

Banswara 

1,500 

20,000 

Jalor, Sanchor 

2,000 

5,000 

Dungarpur 

i,5oo 

2,000 

6 . Sarkar Naeaur 

4,500 

22,000 

Amaraar 

4,000 

20,000 (Kachwaha) 

Fatehpur Jhunjhunu 

500 

2,000 (Qayam Khani) 

7. Sarkar Bikaner 

12,000 

50,000 
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Table »B» 

Han gab- holding Chiefs of Subs Ajmer 
C^roffl Atari Akbar i ' a list of j^naak-holders) 

janaafesL i c a of 5ooo 

1. Raja Rhar Hal s/o Prithi Raj Kachvaha. 

2 . Raja Rhagwan Das s/o Raja Rhar Hal. 

3. Raja Kan Singh s/o Rhagwan Das. 

° m isa Wi ftr.a of 4coo 

1. Rai Rai Singh s/o Rai Kalyan Hal. 

jaanaatedaza of 2500 

3 

1. Ragannath a/o Raja Rhar Hal. 

m wl MbRa jiB of 2000 

1 , Rai Kalyan Hal, zamlnda r of Rikaner. 

2. Rai Surjan Hada 

j an a flfedi icfl of 1500 

1 . Rai Durga Sigodta 

2 . Hadho Singh son of Rhagwfin Das. 



mansabdars of 125b 

* 

1. Rai Sal Darbari Shnkhawat. 

manaabdara of 1000 

1 . Rupsi Balragl b/o Raja Bhar Mai. 

2 . M 0 ta Raja Udai Singh s/o Rai Maids©. 

3. a mal b/o Raja Bhar Mai. 

manaabdara of 900 

1. Jagat Singh a/o Raja Man Singh 

2. Raja Raj Singh s/o Raja Askaran Kachwaha 

3. Rai Bhoj a/o Rai Surjan. 

mansabdara of 500 

1 . Jagmal Panwar 

2 . Rawal Bhim Jalsalraeri 

3. Ram Das Kachwaha 

4. Durjan Singh s/o Raja Man 3ir§i 

5. Sabal Singh s/o Raja Man Singh 

6 . Dalpat s/o Rai Singh. 



mansabdars of 400 


1. Sakat Singh s/o RIja Man Sin^i 

2. Rail Manohar s/o Ioonkaran 

3. Silhadi s/o Raja Bhar Mai. 

4. Ram Chand Kachwaha 

5. Banka Kachwaha 

mansabdars of 3o0 

1. Balbhadr Rathor 

2. Kesho Das s/o Jai ilal 

3. Man Singh Kachwaha. 

■Mna&bdaca of 200 

1. Pratap Singh s/o Raja Bhagwan Das 

2. Sakat Singh s/o Raja Man Singh 

3. Sakra b/o Rana Pratap 

4. Kalla Kachwaha 

5. Keso Das Rathor 

6. Sanga Panwar 
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2. The Forts 

The Aih-i Akfaarf in its statistical table of subft Ajmer furnishes 
particulars of 43 forts, specifying whether they were built of stone or brick 
(Appendix A). The Ain apparently ignores mud-forts. It does, however, seem 
that Abrjl Fa* TVs list of forts is not entirely complete; he has omitted to 
refer, for example, to the fort of ^enoharpur (which had been built by Akbar 

himself).^ After completion of Ajfr-1 AkbarT in 15?5, some new forts were 

2 _ 
built in the sub a . If we analyse the Ajjj’s forts, s arkar wise, we find 

largest number of forts in sarkar Jodhpur (14). Followed by Chittor (6), 

a 

fianthambor (7), Ajmer (5), Nagaur (5") and sartor Simhi ( 4 ). N o forts are 
recorded for sarkar Bikaner, though it undoubtedly had forts like Jaisalmer 

- 5 

and Bikaner. Appendix B gives forts not recorded in the Ain , but mentioned 
in other sources. 

From the administrative point of view, we can divide the forts 
into two categories - forts held by the chiefs or holders of watan lagirs and 

Ml 

forts under imperial control. 

The officers appointed in these forts were known as ailadars . It 


1. It was built in 1577, A.M. . Ill, p,221. 

2. See Appendix B. 

3. See Appendix A. 
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seams that soaetleca fauldar was also assigned the office of ailadar.^ 
Qlladars were usually appointed fron the ^mperor.^ 

The fort of Ranthambor vas under the imperial administration and 

enjoyed a unique position, lhe qlladars of this fort wwre always nobles of 
3 

high rank. 


As far as the chiefs are concerned, no really they appointed their 
own qlladars In forts under their control. An leper la 1 olladar for the fort 
of Jodhpur was appointed only tfien, after the death of Jaswant Singh, the 
pargaaa of Jodhpur had been annexed to the kfaaii■*- But, strangely, Aeber 
under Jahangir suggeste an exception. In 1619, hasrullah, son of Fatehullah, 
was appointed the olladar of Adber fort by the ^eperor.^ 

Soeetlees, the yatap holders themselves were appointed as a1lsdars 

' / 

of the fort whloh was In their watan jay lr. Raja Bai Singh Sisodia, uatan 

t * ' t 


1. w aqal Ajner. pp.247“8» Akhbarat (RAS) 5 th Habi-ul Avwal, 43rd R.I. 

2. lUBk, p.274; lahaurl, I, p.287j Mlrit-»1 Ahead!. I, pp.336, 347-8; 
A^>*>*t (RAS), 4th Jan. 47th R.Y.; Irvine, 0 . 269 ; H.P. 3ingh, Adnlnlstra- 
tion of Towns and Markets under the Mushala (1556-1707) (in press). 

3. JegennSth held the eansab of 2500; In l63l, Bithal Dis was appointed ae 

qJJj&AE of Ranthambor, he wes the ntnqabdar of 4000/3000, Fir Fined. II, 
p.33; II, 250 - 51 J Nalnai re khvat. I, 3oo; Mahibat Kfain Kbarr-1 

Khan an, Qlladar of Ranthaebor, held the eaw^sh of 7000/7000. Lahaurt, I, 
PP.117, 287; Qildar Khan Chela held the eansab of 1000/800, lahaurl, 

II, P.734. 


4. TjttHk, P.274. 
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holder of Toda was appointed the ailadar of Toda fort.^ 

Without the prior permission of the Imperial Court, neither new 

forts could be built, nor could old ones get repaired. When Debi Das, 

zaaihdar of pareana B*hnai, constructed a fortress in wauaa Sola, complaint 

2 

was made to the Imperial authorities. 

The chiefs might also be forbidden from building forts. In 1614, 

at the time Chittor was handed back to the Rana, the condition was imposed 

3 

that the Rana should not repair the demolished fort. When in 1653, Rana 
Jagat Singh repaired^he fort, Shahjahan sent Sa'adullah Khan to take action 
against the Rana. He reached Chittor and demolished the old and new forti¬ 
fications.^ In August 1681, Rana Jal Singh again signed an 'ahadnama 

5 

pledging himself not to repair the demolished fort of Chittor. 


1* Alamgirn*ma f p.3o5» Adab-1 A l*myiyj- r MS., Abdus Salam Collection, Asad 
library, Aligarh, f.274b; In Jan. 1667, Raja Anoop Singh of Bikaner 
was asked to guard the fort of Bikaner, farman to Raja Anoop Singh, 

SAR. Bikaner. 

2. WaQaj Ajiwr, pp.37, 236; After complaint of Shaff Knan, governor of fuba 
Ajmer, against Hari Singh that he had built a fortress and not a house 

at Ianfea, Mrr A hm a d and Mir Qulfch were sent to conduct an enquiry, 
Khatut-1 Ahlkartn. SJio.340, SAR, Bikaner; Vakil Report. 14 March, 1692, 
I, p.44, SAR, Bikaner; Mutafarrlaa. R.W©.1J$, SAR. Bikaner. 

3. Tuauk. I, p.274. 

4. Wari S , 273-5; M.U., II, 241-2; Vlr Vinod. II, 401, 528, 744; 

iiasi: teraagfa ^asrlptions, p.5i. 

5. lam I, p.2, SAR. Bikaner. 
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The forts or alias were used as repositories of imperial treasure. 

2 

They sere also used as granaries, as well as prisons. We find numerous 
references to the imprisonment of high-ranking prisoners In the fort of 

Ranthaafcor! Abdullah son of %an Assn was imprisoned here. &ren sometimes 

4 

prisoners were executed in the forts. 

The olladar had a certain muriber of parades (foot), sewers (horse), 
musketeers end netahloctaean under his commend. Ho was also expected to 
keep seditious samlhdara in their territories under control. Q lied era 

could reooamend the emperor for releasing prisoners In their custody. At 
the request of Hisabar Qian, q lladar of Henthenbor, Aurengteb released 
Shafqatullah Khen.^ 


1. E irly T rtyeli, p. 100 ; A3aiarTm*M t p.3o5; lurches, ii, p.3l; 
Qietut-i Ah Ike ran. S.N 0 .342, 3AR . Bikaner. 

2. Weoal A n iwer . 6H2, 101-2, 224. 

3o Tusu k. p. 1415 H «Ji Ibrahim Slrhlndi was sent to Ranthanbor, 
Mt> HI* p.408; see also Purchas, H, p.36; Waqa’i 1, Pater s, 
25th September 1681, Ho.285* SaR. Bikaner. 

4. ^arly Trarela . p.145* 

5. We qal Aimer f pp.224, 247-8, 286, 334*5, 340. 

6. w aqal Papers. 25th September 1681, Ho.2££, SAtL Bikaner. 
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qtome mas 


3arkir Ajmer 

1. Ajmer 

2. A tber 

3. 3aabhar 

Barker Chit tor 

1. Badhnor 

2. Phcolia 

3. Bhin 3anrmr 

4. Patti Hejipor 

5. Chittor 

6. Sandri 

7. Handalgarh 


1. Ranthaabor 

2. Baonll 

3. Bundl 

4 * *ota 

5. Bandar 

6. feror 

7. Imkhrl 



Sarkar Jodhpur 


1. Phalodi 

2. Pill 

3. Podha 

4. ^hadrajua 

5. Jodhpur 

6. Jaltaran 

7. Dotara 

8 . 3ojat 

9. Sataluer 

10. Siuana 

11. Kherwa 

12. KoudoJ 

13. Khenwaar 

Sarkar Sirohi 

1. Strohi 

2. Baoiawara 

3. Jalor 

4. Sanchor 

3arkar Nagaur 

1. Kbaraj Khattu 

2. F atehpur Jhunjhunu 

3. Herta 



BRICK. 


3 »rtor 

1, Simr 

2 . haraor 

Jkdttr Chittor 
1. Handal 

^arkar Jodhpur 
1 . Aaop 

Sartor Hagaur 

1 . Didwana 

2. Magaur 
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Appendix *B* 

Forte ether then thoee Mentioned In the Aln-1 AkbarT 


Fort e 

1. Bikaner (1593) 

2. Sol Super 

3. KuetohmlMBr (1492) 
4* Gogonde 

5. Fokaran 

6 . **andor 

7. Toda 

8. Alshangarh 

9. Roopnagar 


Heferencee 

Faraum. 11th Jan. 1667, SAR. Bikaner; 

Balnef re kfarat. Ill, I5u JLbZ*, n » 487. 

ililisMi H, 3o3; JL&V., II, 74. 

v*v., 11 , 155,157; H ade h 48. 

1*2., ii, 157. 

2*2*. II, 824; Fiaat . I, 70. 

XJU, II, 803; Yjgat . I, 24-5. 
r 3o5, 336. 

Y.Y.. II, 520-22; Feter II, 241, 28 d. 

V.T .. II, 520-22. 


10. Fatehgarh 

11. Malania 

12. Islawpur 

13. Anoopgarh 

14. Shergarh (Kota) 

15. Malkot 


Y.Y.. II, 520-22. 

Fjglti II, 69. 

AtiteSZSt. (RA3), 47th R.Y. 

1*2* II, 499. 

1*2*, II, 1406. 

101-2. 


16. Jaiealaer 

17. Gagrcn 


jjate Sma htaife, p. 211 ; T ©d, 11 , 23o-3i; 

MalnaT re kkrit. II, 10. 


18. Xodrar (near Jaisalaer) Yjgat . II, 5b1. 

19. Ibid .. 5b0. 

20. Fagai Rflag^rg. kfayjft, ii, p*io. 

21. Bntala Y.Y.. H, 217. 

22. Xh«tu Ald jbarit (RAS), R.I. 
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Chapter I 

IMS AgTOMOMOgS CHJgga AMP IHBIS ADttHilSTBATIQM 


seems that once the chiefs took op Mughal service, they sere 

left free at least partly In the management of their Internal affairs; bet 

sons officials wore appointed by the Mughal Court. We find, for example, 

that usually Qazia were appointed by the imperial court in the territory c4 

the chiefa. 1 On the other hand, the administration of the watan flag Ira was 

/• 

largely carried on by the appointees of the chiefs. 

Among these officials the ^lradhin was an important official found 

2 

under all chiefs. Sometimes, the raadhdn was also designated vakil. In 

3 

Sirokl, he was daslgnate<|jBUftL&» Specifically, we find this official in 
Mevir,^ Amber,'* Khandela,® Manoharpur,^ Jodhpur,® Bikaner^ and Jaisalmer^ 


1. Supra Chapter V. 

2. This should rot be confounded with the vakil f representstive of the 
chiefs at the imperial court. 

3. IlEftk, I, tr., p. 292 ; liJLllafli, n, pp.8l8, 161} Waqal c Aimer. p.34; 

Tod holds that at Udaipur ho Is called bhanifarh: at Jodhpur, oradhan; 
at Jaipur, muaahib: at Kota Qiladar and diuin a regent, I, p.2l6. 

4. PjSlfeftAi reproduced in Tlr Tinod f II, 321, 381; Nalnai re ttaat . m,p.11. 

5. JlgaL, II, p. 295 . 

6. Jttaaain, f.iio; JL£., n, pp. 173-4. 

7. Wafl&HijUE, p.34; Mainsi re khrat. I, pp.329, 332. 

8 . llgsk, I, 85,86,97,102,129,137, H, pp.297,421,446; lainsl re khyat . 

HI, pp. 117-18. 


9. Vfr Tjnod . II, 487, 
10. Ibid.. II, 1766. 
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However* it would be erroneous to say that this office was hereditary. But 

one nay say with certainty that this office could be continued generation 

2 

after generation in a family. It was at the volition of the chiefs to 
appoint or dismiss the pradhan .' This office could be conferred upon Rajputs 
or non-Rajputs.^ 

*be pradhan 1 a functions were civil as well as military. Gtevind Das 

Bhati, pradhan cf Raja 3ur s ingh* brought about changes in the revenue 

5 - 

administration of Jodhpur. P yadhap Mehta Karam Chand supervised the erec¬ 
tion of Bikaner fort in the absence of Rai Rat 3ingh who was in^Beceaa.^ 

7 

We coma across numerous evidences of military expeditions of the nradhans . 

In the absence of chiefs, pradhan or vakil used to manage the 
Internal as well as external affairs of their dash . When Rataal Darbarf was 
in^Deecan, his sons rebelled against him, but Raib*l*s txradhan Mathura Das 


1. *od, I, p.2l6{ Mirmal Rai, Mahar^n* Jjanaft if* jjLaa jl (Hindi) 

p.117, holds that this office was hereditary. 

2. Vir Vinod. II, p*25l. 

3. Yigflfr, i, pp.125, 132. 

4. Bhamaahah, the pradhan of Haharana Amar 3high waa Ogwal, Vir Vinod. II, 
P.251; Jbarifeia c h*nd was Bachawat (Bania). Vir Vinod. II, 467; 
Pradhan Mathura Das Bengali of Rai S«i Darbari was also non-Raj put, 

5. JSXLliaaA» n, p.818. 

6. Jaid., P.487. 

7. See* in Vfr Vinod. pp.321-8lj Vifiat. II, 3o£rO* 
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Bengali suppressed the rebels. 1 On the other hand. In the absence of 
Bel Ra'i Singh of Bikaner, his nradhma Karan Chand Baehlmtt enticed prince 
Dulip Singh Into killing his father md usurp the throne, ionand Chand 

Shalkhawat sent a conplalnt through Bis ▼*kil. Bishan Singh sgalnst his sen, 

3 

mho entertained intentlcns of killing him. 

The wradhiwf also negotiated treaties. Vhan Hota Baja ®dci Singh 

4 

defeated Oungarsi Bhati, the chief of Biksspur, his pradhmw signed « treaty. 
Similarly, Baja Mini Singh sent his pyadhin t o Bao Chander Sen of Jodhpur to 
demand the fort of Pokaran. 

The office next in Importance mas that of the diman. la Jodhpur, 

he mas appointed by the chiefs. In 1657, M uhta KalnsTvas appointed dflnn of 

Jodhpur. Raja Suraj Singh appointed Jodd Deri Butt, the diman of Jodhpur.^ 

_ 7 

In Memar, the nradhah discharged the functions of diman . In Bundi too diman 

8 

seems to be discharging the functions of pradhan . Sometimes, the diman was 


1 . 4ahfair*^~uL *4naain, f.iio. 

2 . Vjr Yjaod, H, p„4S7. 



4. Juit, II, 84-6. 


5. JkM. > I, p.295; Buhta Main at re khrat. Ill, pp.1TM8. 

6. Ibid. f I, pp.lo3, 129. Sometimes eren Bughal Smperor could appoint ths 
diman of s stats In a particular circumstance. In 1638, Shahjahan appoin¬ 
ted Thikur Raj Singh Kugparat of Aaop as diman of Jodhpur aa Jasvaht 
Singh mas miner at the time of his sccssslon. &iahi«hfe nfi r II, p.43j 
Ht-Ilnad, II, p.822. 


7. Tod, 11 , p.557. 

8 . JtiijL, HI, p. 1519 . 




i6o- 


also assigned the fractions of faujdar . In 1706, Han Chand held the office* 
of dinin and fauldar . 1 Some times the halHm of parganm enjoyed the office of 
dilrim . The f met ions of drink were to manage the territory and finances of 
deah. M uhta NainaT the celebrated dttean of Jodhpur kept a fall record of 
jams' and haail of every village, as his Vlgat shews. The dlute used to 

i it 

collect the revenue and look after the interests of the raivat . 

The faujdir was a military officer. Ha was appointed by the 
chiefs.^ Ha ms also paid through assignment of jaarir. In *ota, Bhlm Singh, 
fauldar . me assigied Kant* village in iagir. ^ He was appointed in eveiy 

7 

nareana to maintain law and order. It aeema that usually this office was 

O „ 

assigned to the Rajputs. In Asher, Gaj Singh Rajawtt was the fauldar of 
the dash during Sswal Jai Singh's tlms.^ Sometimes, this office was al» 
held by the dlwan .^ 0 In Hundi, the offices of the fauldar and oilsdar ware 


1 * Hutafarrlom-l Ahlltwran. R.N 0 . 171 , RAR^ Bikaner. 

2. Jfigltj I, p.21. 

3. Tod, in, p.1519; jadteac. tisaL» h p. 25 b. 

4. Hot, ii, p.94. 

5. Ibid*, l t p.77; ? ir Vlnod. II, p.1472. 

6. lit Tjptri, ii, p.1472. 

7. ligil*. I, pp.77, 108, 108 ; Tod, I, p.167. 

8. 1 , pp.77,loe,1o8>370,391. 

9 . See lam RgaarU (Rajasthani), RAR f Bikaner. 

10. Hutafarriow-l AhUrarmn. R.No.171, SAR, Bikaner. 
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aaalgaaated; cad the q Haidar diacharged the functions ef faujdar . 1 

2 _ 

Potdar vaa the nar yana treasury officer. Potdar was a Hindi 

corruption of the Persian fotadar . the treasurer in official Mughal terwino- 

3 

logy. The revenue-collectors used to deposit ha all w ith hi*. Mon-Rajput 

^ayirdars also employed sons local persons to discharge the functions of 

potdar . Mirai Ananullah, for example, employed Gbpal Rai as P otdar In his 

iayfr .^ Soae allowance was separately elalaed fro* the peasants for ths 

K 

potdar ; this was called aa potadari . 

The hllrfn eeens to be a paryana official in Jodhpur. Whenever, the 
chief received parganas in lagjr fro* the iwperial count, the ha kin was sent 
to take the chaise of the par sens on behalf of the chief.^ H# kept account 
of the revenues of parganas . %»tinea, non-Rajputs were also granted the 

O 

office of hakl* .° Besides revenue-administration, he used to Maintain law 


1. Tod, m, p. 1519 . 

2. Hsaioat B»hl f v.s. 1820-1830, cited by Jagat *ir Singh, *Pargana Ad*inisr 
tratlon in Harsar Under Maharaja Jaswant Singh* (1638-1678 AJ>.), IHC f 
Chandigarh, 1979. 

3. Ariiaatta parvana Chatau. 

4. Ibid. 

5. light, n , P.93. 

6^Md, I, pp. 107, 110, 129, 131-2, II, p.7® 

7. Ibid. , pp.107, 128, II, 373. 

8. J32iA., II, p.7. 
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and order in the caryana . 1 He seems, therefore, to have maintained troops 
under hie command.^ 

The factual . or ^hief of Police of a town ia found in the Rajput 
principalities, with functions similar to those of the Mugfeal kmtwal. His 
functions were to maintain lav and order in his territory. Sometimes, he 
was sent on expeditions. We find that Uo7lnd Das, jmtwal, was sent on m 

L 

expedition against the Buloeh during the reign of Raja Oaj Singh of Mftrwar. 

< 

Than adare were appointed in earyanaa by the chiefs. He was a 

military officer. It would be a fallacy to say that the office* of thawed it* 

6 - 

and hakim ware synonymous, since the hakim and thanadars both wore appointed 

7 

together in the narganaa. In 1615, Suraj Singh Rathor appointed Huhta Raima!*- 

O 

hakim and Sikhra as thanadar of p»ryana Phalcdi. 

1* y igat f II, p.8. 

2. Ibid. , p.308| A certain h akim maintained 70 foot soldiers. 

3. Jhid.. II, p.482. 

4. ikld'> i, p.123. 

5. MsL, II, pp.7, 8 , 61 , 63, 119! -Yfr lined . II, pp. 496 - 97 . 

6. Narayan Singh Bhati, editor of y leat. holds that hakim was also called 
thanadar. I, p.l6. 

7. Y lgat. II, pp.7-»8. 

8. ibid. 
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Usually the M U gh«l Smperer* a satined the charg® of the forts 
lying in the territories ©f the ehi^tains to the latter themselves. The 
chiefs to turn appointed olladars to guard the forts.^ Sometimes, It seems 
that even the dtwan could appoint the clladara . M uhta K ainsi assigned the 
charge of Pokaran fort to Manohar Das Bidawat. In Haroti, it seems that 

the fauldar enjoyed the powers of ailada r^i and, therefore, he urns also 

. _ o 

called oileday. 

Similar to the Mughal bakhahi ^ we find an official of the same 
designation in the princely states tec.^ His duties were to keep the records 
of the army and to muster the troopers* He vaa also the pay-master general 

ty 

of the state. The state stable of horses and other animals were in his 
charge. 


Besides these officials, we come across a nuwfoer of petty official! 


1. Ilgat. II, p.4 82 • 

2* Ibid., p.3o6. 

3. Tod, I, p.2i6, in, p.1519, 

4. liett, II, p.482j T^, I, pp.55&-57. 


5* *od, I, p.557 
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1 — 2 i 3 

We find a frat***,. a ahlaodar in Jodhpur, also the waaal navis and 

iminAT. The latter official aeess to ba an aasiatant of the dfitan. 

Moreover, a nuaber of danoahaa sere appointed to look after the various 

5 

types of stables, house-hold. Mint, hares and stores of cloth, etc. 


1. Yl&at, I* p«112, ii, pp.63, 73, 93, 419, V63. 

2* Ibid ., pp.46l, 462; ^is functions were similar to that of the 
shiqodar of **ughal ^apire. Tor the functions of this official 
in Mughal ^apire, see, .T.he Agendas gggtffli fit ibighil 

pp. 274-6. 


3. Ilai, II, PP. 419 , 482. 

4. Khatut-l Ahlkaran . Jaipur Records, ho. 10, JAR, Bikaner; 
Vlg&t. II, p.463. 

5. ilasJt, 11 , pp.482-3. 
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Banera 1 end Didwana. Saafchar salt was of flno quality and was carriad to 
all parts of the Sap ire. In Jodhpur, salt was found In Pachpadra, Phalodi, 

Pokaraa, Bantsol, Lohnai, Duharsar, Bhadaraa, Dasor and near Sojat. Salt 
yielded lnenae ineoae. In Didwana alone, the Ineoae from salt was fa.1,76,000 

4 

during a period of 9 Months and 8 days. During Ajdoar's tine, the ineoae 
from salt was Ha. 5 to 6 lac per annua In Saabhar. 

In Jodhpur, the profession of frhirol eoaaunlty was to Manufacture 
salt,^ and they were settled near saline fields. Salt was used for payasnt 

i _ 

to people on charity rolls. Sons grantees pleaded with Muhaasad Arif, jbSb 

and darogha of Saabhar mine to pay then the prescribed 5,000 naundo of 
7 

salt in a year. 

o 

Saltpetre was found In Jaipur, fona^C, T oda and Chatsu* u It was 
also a great source of incone. In 1646 , the rate of aalt-petre was fb.2.75 


1 . Tabaaat-i Afcbarl . p,344 Translation interloped Sanbhar at the place 
of Danera. 

2. H«ady, II, P.S40. 

3. Bat, 1 , pp. 191» 205, 475, n, pp.32-6, 317. 

4. WsaaV Aiser . p. 67 . 

5. ^undy, II, pp.374-5. 

6. .Tight, I, pp* 191 , 205, p. l3o. 

7 . Wggilji Ajagg, p.283. 

8 . Ibid .. 60 - 61 , 68 . 
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per naund, but next year due to draught in the area, the coat of salt-patre 
went up to eight tinea sore. It roae to &e«22/- per naund. 1 

It appeara that nines used to be under the supervision of chief 
rifvin. 2 The eagseror enjoyed the Monopoly ever the nines. M lr«a Sikandar 
established govemnent nonopoly over the Saubhar salt pans. After his 

3 

death, his son ^ir*» ^ulqarnain continued in the sane office at Saabhar. 

In December 1643, Shihjahan sent a faraah to M irai Baja «Jai Singh to prohibit 

the people of MosabSd from Manufacturing salt as this competition caused 

great loss to the cream, ^ During Aurengseb f s reign, Asia Beg was sent fron 

the court with 100 shad is to prohibit the manufacture of ealt-petre in 

< _ 

Saabhar and Chatau. Iftikhar %an, governor of Ajner subs, ordered the 

6 

iagfrdara net to Manufacture salt in their territorlea. 

The officials of the nines were appointed by the imperial court. 
Usually, daroghaq were appointed over the nines, sometime*, anlns ware also 
assigned the additional work of darog^ a of the nines. Huhamnad Arif, anln of 

1* English Factories . TUI, pp.1G9,112; In 1995, the price of aalt~petre 
varied fron 3/4 to 4msrnp per rupee. Ain , tr., I, p.58. 

2 . T&aa&LASMz, p.283. 

3. Mundy, II, pp.374-5. 

4. y*man nf Shihjahan, addressed to Jai Singh, ^»*o.5l, old Bo.68, 

SAR. Bikaner. 

5. BBC, pp.6o-6i, 68. 

6 . Ibid. , 60 - 61 . 
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tfjjQXm | In Saabhar, was appoint ad darea^a of marble nina of Makrana.^ 

Mir Muhaaoad Ialan was the darot^a of sllror and load wlnos of Sojat and 

Jaitaran. 2 Basides tho daroehas . tahwildaro (treasurer) were also appointed. 

3 _ 

Ono Bindraban, is Mentioned as t ahrildar of Makrana mine of Marble. The 
highest recorded*' nan sab of a dareeha. working in the mines, is 200 £&. 

These officials were paid sonatinas In cash and sonetinaa 

through the asalgnMent of jaytra . Afawaja Abul Qaain, the daroarha of 

narblo nine, was paid in cash. 1 *’ Bindrabar, tahrildar. was paid through 

< 

assignment of iaclr . 

2. Mints 


Akbar had 76 Mint towns. In the auba of A^ner, there were three 

6 

imperial mints ris., Ajner, Rantharebor and Bagaur. These Mints ns inly 


1. w «li AjMEi PP.5B-9* 

2. Ibid .. p.447. 

3. Ibid ., pp.532-3. 

4. Hatt., pp.56-9. 

5. Ibid .. pp.532-3* 

6. A3a, I, p. 16 | Janas Brinsep, liagi oc SnfllML ^ntjflultlti with u gtful 
Tables, ^cndon, 1658* toI. II, pp.22-3. 
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turned out coin* of copper. 1 The a*In supply of coppor wa fro* the nine* 

2 3 

situated In the Aravalli rang*. The wain copper coin was the is* Earliest 
available copper dams sere Issued fro* the alnt of Ajeer In 970 A.H J*' On 

the obverse appear the words fulus (snail copper coin) and aikha and the na*e 

r 6 

of the mint;' on reverse Is given the year of issue. 

During his stay for 3 years at Ajmer, Jahangir struck gold, sliver 
and copper coins. The Ajmer uLrt Issued the veil know gold coins (really 
medallions) portraying Jahangir seated with a wine cup in his hand. Very 


1. H.S. Wright, Cftt.llflgML.tf &g .PfllBl 111 tta Indltfl wl. HI, 

pt. I, p.107; C.J. drown. Coins of India . Calcutta, 1922, p. 98 . 

2. Copper was mined in Chainpur of aarkar Chit tor, in nargtna Sojat of 
sarkar Jodhpur and In Handal. see the section of *Lnes. 

3. Alh f I, p.27. 

4. Akbar's 6 copper coins are available, C^tf-lflgBft tfJfchg-i&LBfl in ItH 
Indian Museum , pp.40-41. 

5. Mughal coins always bear the na*s of the alnt fro* which they were 
Issued, for the reason that this affected their values slightly. 

Irfan Habib, ’Currency Sfy-gtea of the Mughal Sap ire, 155&-17C7’ , 
Medieval India Quarterly, vol, IV, Mos.1-2, pp.5-6; S3. Whitehead, 
'Dams of AJdbar struck at Jatnpur and Ajmer Mints', Hum! mat is 
Swulewat , vol. VI, M©.4, pp.243-4. 

6 . During the period fro* the 38th R.X. of Akbar to the 10th R.X. of 
Shahjahih, while most of the coins bear the Ilahl y ear a. sene bear 
hijri years only and have bean converted into the Ilahl years. After 
his 10 th S.X., Shahjahah'a coins bear Hyri year. Aaisa Hasan, 
Silver Currency output of the Mughal Empire’, H 3 HR. vol. 6 , p. 90 . 
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few coins were Issued from Ajmer during Shlhjahan’s reign."' The mint was 
revived by Aurangteb. 8 silver coins of Aurangteb, struck in this mint, are 

3 

known.® On the r ev ers e of these coins, Ajmer is called Dar-ul %alr« After 
1612, a great rise might have taken place in the silver price of gold. In 
1680, the narket rate was reported to be Ra.l3/~ in the Ajaer province,^ It 
seems that a partial cause of rise in the price of copper lay In the failure 

5 

of sons of the copper mines in the Aravallls. 

The Mughal system was of ’free 1 coinage; it was open to anyone 

6 

to take bullion to the mint and get it coined into rupees at charge. 

7 

Some of the nisara were also minted at Ajaer. °n the occasion 
of the aarrlage of Salim with the daughter of *a ja Bhagwan Baa, the Bmperor 
ordered gold to be scattered over the litter ( JjL ) of the princeas 
ell the way.® 


1. A single rupee is preserved in the Lucknow Museum, Catalogue of the 

gfilai in the jn&lga Maaaa, *oi. m » p. 11 *. 

2 . iktt., xxiv-xxv, i38; .vartful Itfelsi, pp.52-6o. 

3. CgjfcilftgBfe of the CqIul JaM& $ IU > pp.mv-nv. 

4. w tq& Aim c, pp. 678 - 9 . 

5 . Currency Sya tem of the Mughal Sap ire, p. 19 . 

6. Ibid. 

7. SJi. Hodiwala, iligt.ojlc.al fa Mflgfa&l. gail—felfii, Bombay, 1938, 

pp. 177 - 85 ; Mjfar ia derived from naear - to spread, to scat tar, the word 
la very commonly employed in the Mughal chronicles for coins,precious 
atones waved round the head of the Maperor or other great peracnage and 
thrown among the crowd to aoramble for at coronations, weddings, birthday 
anniversaries, royal entries and other festive celebrations. 

8 . II, p.3i*0; AJLu HI, pp. 1,14,451 S Historical 
S&adl£l In SadULl MjmUaaScl&M, pp. 177-85; Lanenoole.S.. Coins of tha 
MoAal ^mperora of Hindustan in the BrltlA Museum. London, 1892, p.lxxxv. 
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The administration of the mint was controlled by the imperial 
authorities. The chief officer of the mint was rfaregfoa,. under whom were 
the aa-iimf-t or eartaf. the amTn. afwhrif r the merchant, treasurer, weighmen, 
mikkachl or stamper etc. 1 

Besides these imperial mints, the local chiefs also maintained 
minta in their territories. The coins had various names, as Piroil. fadla. 

4 3 — 

dmritni. dfcm . chadmi. adhcla. kauri , akheahahi nano, dodia. rilavahahi 
runva. ’* kuohaman ahahi, gajahahl etc. 

Various coins of the Han as of Chit tor are found, tha larger 
coins of these are of copper. Akbar struck at Chittor a coin after con¬ 
quering Chittor in 15&8, and stamped on it the letters m (’da 1 )* Its 

r 

weight was 1% grains. Maharana Amar 3ingh obtained permission from 
Jahangir to issue the coins. In Chittor region, 3 mints existed 2 Chittor - 
no coin before %lh‘Ala» is available. Vdaipuir - the coin is of 1714 AJ). 
and Bhilwara.^ Hints also existed in Duagarpur, ban aware, Pratapgarh etc. 


1. For the details of the functions of these officials, and remuneration 
given to them for their services, see, Ain, I, pp.12-5. 

2. y i gat r III, pp,133-4. 

3. A coin of Afchey Raj of Jaisalmer, Mainaf re iriprat. IT, P.194. 

4. Coin of Maharaja Vi jay Singh of Jodhpur. Bains! re khvat. I?, p.2o6. 
The weight of Tijayshahl rupee was 17S-4, Harwdr Coins, pp.1-20. 

5. W.W. Webb, Currencies of the Hindu States of Sal put ana. Delhi, 1972,/' 

6. Mint marks have been given by Prinsep, D «sful Tables, pi. xlvi, p.67. 

CdUBiir. i&lLtgr Bhllwara 


>v nnnr 


*Lrutrt r 


4N& 
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In the territory of Harwar, there were alnte »t Jodhpur, 3ejat, 
Hagaur, Pell etc. Ths coins era liable ere of 18th century. In the coins 
from Jodhpur mint, the special mark ef the mint dare aha is found an the 
obverse side and coin also bears ’Sri Mataji'. ^very newly appointed .fltmfrft 
used to nark his own nark. Jalsalmer - A mint was established here 
in 1756 by Maharawal Akhey Singh. ^ The weight of Akhey shahl rapes was 
168*75 grains. The coin consisted of 164.53 grains of silver and 4.22 grains 
of alloy. 


The Jaipur mint was established by Sawal Jal Singh* But earliest 
coins available from this mint are of Iahvari Singh. 

from Btmdl, Kota, Kiohangarh etc., no coin is available before 
the time of Shah Alan. 

The history of the coinage of Ban swarm state begins with Iekshamsn 

Singh (1856 A.D.), who issued coins for the first time in the state. The 

2 

coins were irregular in shape, site and weight. In former days, Salim Shahl 
coins of tha Fratapgarh atata war# alee at cne time minted et Banswara, with 
a mint name engraved on them a a 'aarab bans * (Banswara). 


1. MiimdLai kfay»t, if, p.206. 

2. Currenclea of the Hindu Stataa of Baicntana. pp.viii, 23; S.K. Bhatt 
and B.K. Kothari, ’The History and Coinage of the Banswara State’, 
The Journal of the Bumismatie Society of India, vol. ZXXm, 

parte 1-11, Varanasi, 1975* 
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In 1615, Jahangir granted a prerogative to Raja Bharat Singh of 
Shahpura to coin with other regal dignities. He struck the coin weighted 
11 waahae . On one side it bore the naas of the reigalng enperor, on the 
reverse, the year of his reign In which the coin was at rack* The Shahpura 
nlnt coined no eopper coin since 1837.^ 

The mint in Bleaner was opensd by Maharaja Oaj Singh in 1754 A.D., 

i — 

who obtained the pernisslon fro* the Bnperor Ala*gir II. The weight of 
_ 9 

tho Bikaner rupee was 174 grains. Hawtldar . Q««*«hta. % graver end 
weigher were appointed. 


1. h,P. Shan*, ’Mint and Currency in Shahpura*, Journal of the 
Haiaathan Institute of Hjatorical Research, vol. MI, No.1, 
January - March, I 976 , Jaipur, pp.36-7. 


2. Hatful Tables. p.5> 
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Concluslon 


To maintain the efficient administ ration Akbar, in 1580, divided 
the whole of hie empire into twelve abbas. The abba of Ajaer wee among one 

* i 

of thee. The charge of the abba was entruated to the governor, who waa 
aoeetleea deal gnat ed yubadar and soaetleaa fanidir of tho auba. In each 
miba r aubadar and fauldara both were appointed, bat in Ajmer yuba only 
yibadar or fauidar waa appointed. He aalntalned lav and order In the auba . 

Nobles holding the manaaba fro* 2,500 to 7,000 were generally appointed aa 

» 

aubadara. The other local revenue and judicial officials such aa fanddara f 
qaal r q anungo . karorl r kptwal. wujytaaib etc, were subordinate to hie. He 
discharged the function a of revenue, judicial, military, policing etc. with 
the help of these off iclale. 

Host of the territory of Ajaar suba was assigned to the i aylrriara 
in lieu of their salary. Mostly these iaylrdara w ere local Rajputs. The 
Rajput chiefs, who joined Mughal service, were assigned their territories 
for their laarlra . In their territories they were left free to run thoir 
own administration. Similar to the Mughal administration, a chain of 
officials waa maintained in thoir territories which were designed as 
watan laglra by the Mughal chanca*y. 

before the formation of auba Ajmer, Rajasthan comprised important 
states such as Mevar, Marvar, Amber, Jalsalmer, Bikaner. During Akbar’a 
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reign besides Mewar, all the chiefs of states Joined Hughs1 serrice and sere 
allosed to hold their tsrritorls s as their satan lag-tra . Bren sons states 

it " 

previously vassals of Hewar, such as Dungarpur, fl undi, Rampura or Ialampur, 
Sirohi, Pratapgarh sad Banswsra took up Mughal serrice and becans separate 
principalities. With the passage of ties, Kota and Aitfiangarh cane Into 
existence. However, the larger part of the auba of A jeer sas held by the 
hereditary chiefs. 

The hereditary ohlefa, who joined Mughal service, served the 
Mughal Expire with their armies. Therefore, the larger part of the fuba 
sea given to the chiefs as thsir iayirs. Thsse chiefs Maintained nearly 
90,000 eavalry, shleh is a relatively high figure. In rest of the anbaa . 
even in Agra, the nueber of eavalry aalntained by the gamindare was lesa. 

The sub* Ajmer contained fairly rich mineral resources; and the 

marble quarries, salt pans and copper mines of the pubs yielded sufficient 

* 

asm to the Mughal Empire. Three royal mints, via., Ajmer, Ranthambor and 
Nigaur existed. Important trade routes linked Gujarat, Sindh and Delhi 
aubaa running across the subs of Ajmer. 

In the sub a. the Incidence of land revenue varied from place to 
place. Mostly It or i of the produce was exacted from the cultivators; in 
deserted areas the portion was much less; even ^/^ of the produce is quoted. 
Besides the land revenue, numerous taxes and cesee« were imposed. 



Ajasr was also fanout for the dargah of Xhwaja ^uln tel dfla Chlahtl. 
The dargah w as a sufic shrine, undoubtedly; but In one respect, from the 
Imperial grants of waof lands to it, and fro* direct imperial Interrent ion 
in its affairs, it tended to function alnost as a department of Hughal 
ada in 1st rat ion. ^very Mughal -mperor visited the shrine end gave a large 
amount In charity and also granted land for tha expenses of the shrine and 
for lta beneficiaries, the k fcuddaau 
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